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Ghe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, NOVEMBER 16, 1872. 
——— 

In A CASE* which was before Serjeant Tindal Atkin- 
son in the Huddersfield County Court last week, the 
plaintiff did not appear, in consequence, as it seemed, 
of some mistake in the summons. The defendant's 
attorney, who was present, pointed out to the judge 
that the person employed by the plaintiff in the case 
appeared to be an accountant, and the notice which 


At tHe Roxts Court, on Thursday, a little point 
occurred of some interest to solicitors, A client had 
changed his solicitor and applied to the discharged 
solicitor for his bill and documents, The affair ap- 
peared to be one of some magnitude, as the documents 
were stated to amount to enough to fill a car® The 
bill was duly delivered, and the client tendered the 
amount of it, at the same time intimating his intention 
of taxing it, and demanding the documents. With 
this demand the solicitor declined to comply, claiming 
to have a lien on them for his costs of taxation as well 
as of his bill, and he therefore required either that 
security should be given him for the costs of taxation, 
or, if he gave up the documents without such security, 
that an undertaking should be given not to tax the bill, 
On the case coming before the Master of the Rolls, his 
Lordship observed that he always made an order for 
delivery of documents on mere payment of the amount 
claimed into court, and payment to the solicitor him- 
self, as was offered here, of course made the case 
stronger in the client’s favour. The solicitor, therefore, 
was wrong in his contention, and the application, 
which was for the common four-day order, would be 
granted, with costs. 

At the same time the question was mooted as 
to where the delivery of the documents was to be 





his client had received was signed by an accountant. | made. This question was of some importance, 
ase, not The judge observed—‘ He ought to be told, whoever | owing to the bulky nature of the documents as 
he is, that that is a clear violation of the 6 & 7 Vict. | above mentioned. It was stated that the documents 
of the ce. 73, the second section of which is a prohibitory | were at the solicitor’s office in the country, and his 
: clause, under which an unqualified person acting as | counsel suggested that the delivery should be made 
seltbed an attorney renders himself liable to be indicted.” there, and this suggestion was accepted by the other 
seladil Now we are very well aware that very many in- | side. No doubt they acted wisely in this, and could 
ities as stances occur in which unqualified persons trench upon | not have compelled him to incur the expense of making 
t is in- the functions of solicitors, and yet no practical hold | the delivery elsewhere. 
restrict can be laid upon the offenders, which renders it all the 
ah more desirable that such malpractices should be A CORRESPONDENCE, which has appeared in the 
| visited where that is possible. We do not put the | 7imes this week, under the heading ‘‘ County Court 
cess of matter merely on the ground of professional interest, | Justice,” has excited some attention. First of all, “A 
lation but on the higher ground of public advantage. The | poor debtor” wrote from the debtor’s ward in Leicester 
a to solicitor, as the judge justly pointed out in the present | Gaol, complaining that having been served with a 
calle case, is an officer of the courts, is amenable to their su- judgment summons, and having sent a relation to the 
county court office to pay, who then and there paid the 


t pro- 


eka and responsible to them for hisactions. He 
as received a compulsory legal education to fit him 
for his function, and pays an annual tax for the certi- 


ficate under which he practises. It is unnecessary to 
comment on the policy of the enactments which require 
that agency in legal business shall be confined to those 
whose responsibility is thus guaranteed, and not 
hazarded abroad among persons for whose probity and 
skill the public possesses no guarantee whatever, 

It is well known that unqualified ‘‘ agents” do, and 
very much to the public disadvantage, a large amount 
of county court business, stopping short, of course, of 
appearing in court as advocates, for which they retain 
an accomplice attorney—and there are attorneys who 
There is very often 


amount stated to him at the office, he was afterwards 
committed for contempt in nonpayment, it appearing 
that the amount due was more than had been paid, the 
clerk in the office having made an error as to the 
amount. To this letter the Chief Clerk of the court 
replies, but hardly to our mind traverses the statement 
of the complainant as to the inquiry and the answer. 
No doubt the debtor was the primary cause of his owr 
mishap, in letting judgment go by default; but that 
does not in any way excuse the county court officials 
for the commission of such a mistake as that here 
alleged, and, as yet, not disproved. 





THE Decision of the Lords Justices on Saturday 


1 are willing to take such practice. 
8 difficulty in bringing home to these unqualified 
‘* ascents” the commencing of proceedings in contra- 
$28rention of the Attorneys and Solicitors Act, the diffi- 
occaalty arising out of the manner in which county court 
part ocess originates. But we certainly think that when 
MaKe yoegs is found to be issued by “accountants,” or 
an illuey unqualified persons, the county court judges 
lutely hid take action. The offence, of course, is indict- 
debtor. (2. y, Buchanan, 8 Q. B. 887). But we believe 
in full. 2 more effective method of dealing with this 
amounts would be the simpler plan of visiting offences as 
at all Usempts of court ; for, by a subsequent section of the 
ie ere Act, these offenses are contempts of court, and 
a8 hy be punished accordingly. It seems to us that if 
MOrelicitors and county court officials would keep a watch 
Pr¢or such cases and bring them before the notice of the 
Court, the judges might exercise their powers in u 
salutary manner, 


last, in Re Crenver and Wheal Abraham United Mining 
Companies ( Limited), on appeal from the Stannaries 
Court, reported in this week’s IVeekly Reporter, gives a 
very wide interpretation to the 165th section of the 
Companies Act, 1862. That section enacts that 


‘“‘ Where in the course of the winding-up of any company 
under this Act it appears that any past or present director, 
. « « «+ orany officer of such company, has misapplied 
or retained in his own hands, or become liable or account- 
able for any moneys of the company, or been guilty of any 
misfeasance or breach of trust in relation to the company, 
the Court may . . . . examine into the conduct of 
such director, manager, or other officer, and compel him 
to repay any moneys so misapplied or retained, or for 
which he has become liable or accountable . . . . oF 
to contribute such sums to the assets of the company by 
way of compensation in respect of such misapplication, re- 
tainer, misfeasance, or breach of trust, as the Court may 
think just.” 

Under this section, a director who had joined in im- 

3 








* Vide infra. 
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properly declaring a bonus, was ordered to repay the | about Roman law. Roman law is accordingly extolled 
amount credited to himself (Rance's case, 19 W. R. 291, | to the skies, and assigned a place in the Utopian 
L. R. 6Ch. 116). The present case arose out of a very old , curriculum, as though it were—like “the verb esse, 
trick of speculators—the making use of an infant as | to be” in Latin grammar—an absolutely necessary pre. 
recipient of shares. A director of the company had | liminary, In this way more nonsense is talked 
induced three of his children to apply for twenty £5 | about Roman law than about all the remaining law put 
shares a piece, previously paying for them the deposit, | together. It ought not to be forgotten that we are 
The shares were allotted, and the company being subse- | living under English law, which has grown up toa great 
quently placed in liquidation, the share3, as might be | extent independently of Roman law, and, as the outcome 
expected, were repudiated on the part of the children. | of the English character, is, as we think, much superior 
There being due for calls upon these shares £2 per to it. 

share, the Vice-Warden of the Stannaries made an , 
order under section 165 on the children’s father,the} MR. Justice Hannen goes to Lord Penzance’s 
director, ordering him to contribute the sum of £120, | court, and Mr. Archibald, who succeeded Mr. Hannen 
the £2 on each of the shares allotted to the children, | in 1868, as junior counsel to the Treasury, becomes a 
That order was now appealed against, when the Vice- | justice of the Queen’s Bench. Mr. J ustice Hannen 
Warden's order was affirmed. Lord Justice James | Will probably get through Lord Penzance’s work—we 
considered that there had been a clear breach of trust | Will not say as well as Lord Penzance got through 








on the part of the director, and therefore that he | it--but as well as any other would ; and his appoint- 
had properly been ordered, under section 165, to pay a | 
sum in ‘‘ compensation.” 

Taking the word “trust” in its technical sense, how- 
ever, it seems scarcely applicable to such a case, there 
being no fund or property for a “ trust ” to be attached to. 
“ Breach of duty” seems a phrase better applicable, 
and adopting that as a handle to the case, the director’s 
conduct may be considered as amenable to the enact- 
ment as a ‘‘ misfeasance,” thus justifying a decision 
which might at first seem a straining of the enactment, 
in order to scotch an offender. The enactment is 
evidently one intended by the Legislature to re- 
ceive a liberal scope in construction, but we believe 
that this decision carries it far wider than any previous 
ones had done. 

One other point in the appeal judgment should be 
noticed. The Lords Justices, appearing to treat the 
case as one in which the Court had to assess damages 
or “ compensation,” took into consideration the fact that 
all the remaining shares in the company had been 
allotted, and thus, from the consideration that the 
shares would probably, but for what was done, have 
been allotted to other persons, arrived at the conclusion 
that the amount due on the shares and not recoverable 
from the infants, was a fair measure of the “ compensa- 
tion * payable by the director. So that if the company 
had not been able to place all their remaining shares, 
it would seem that this must have been taken into 
account towards reduction of the official liqnidator’s 
claim. 





THE DATE fixed by Lord Westbury in the European 
Arbitration, for the valuation of policies and annuities, 
is the date of the winding-up order, not that of the 
winding up. 


Ir Is STATED that the Council of Legal Associatiun 
have devised a Bar Education Scheme, which the Inns 
of Court will accept, and which will speedily be put 
in operation. Compulsory examination is one great 
point in the scheme ; no student is to be called to the 
bar until he has passed an examination in English 
law and the Roman law. The practical training now 
got in the chambers of a practising counsel will remain 
on the same footing as before ; it will be recommended 
to the students, but will not be compulsory; neither 
will attendance be compulsory at the lectures, which 
are to be provided for a fee of ten guineasa year. There 
will be a pass-list,in twoalphabetical classes, of those who 
pass ; besides which there are to be twelve studentships 
of £100 a year apiece, which, however, strange to say, 
are, if the account which reaches us is correct, to be all 
awarded to the department of Roman law and jurispru- 
dence. Except as regards civil law, we decidedly ap- 

rove of the above scheme. We decidedly disapprove, 
owever, of assigning such prominence to civil law. 
There is a certain class of young men with whom it 
passes for an exceedingly enlightened thing to speak 





ment is generally regarded with approbation. In Mr, 
Archibald we have a sound lawyer and a very de- 
servedly popular man, at whose elevation everybody 
will rejoice. 





CODIFICATION. 

Mr. Fitzjames Stephen delivered, on Monday, at a 
Social Science Association meeting, an interesting ad- 
dress on Codification, with especial view to the elu- 
cidation of the subject by a reference to what has 
recently been accomplished in India, His remarks 
point to this, thatin any future statute revision, or 
codification, or whatever the process may be termed, 
the Indian codes should form the models for corres- 
ponding legislative enactments here. We freely admit 
the excellence of these codes for the purposes for which 
they are intended, but we must protest against their 
being accepted for such pieces of legislative perfection 


| as their admirers would have us believe that they are. 


Their chief merits lie in their being, or professing to be, 
for, as we shall explain presently, this is not universally 
true of them, self contained, and in the simplicity 
and conciseness of the language in which they are ex- 
ressed. But they leave open quite as many doors for: 
itigation as an English Act of Parliament of equal 
length would do. This is endorsed by the number of 
cases arising on which points of construction of these 
codes have to be decided. For instance, in the eleven 
years during which the code of criminal procedure has 
been in operation, upwards of 2,000 cases have been 
decided upon it. 
Then, too, the number of the text books treating 

of these codes is another proof that their language 

is not quite so free from ambiguity as it might 
be. On this anyone can satisfy himself by refer- 
ring to the codes. To take an example from the 
new Evidence Act: <A fact is thereby to be ‘‘ proved 
when, after considering the matters before it, the Court 
either believes it to exist, or considers its existence so ill 
probable that a prudent man ought, under the circum- 
stances of the particular case, to act upon the supposi- “ 
tion that it exists.” Can anything be more objectior* . 
able in a legislative enactment than such loose languaype ae 
as this? What is ‘‘a prudent man”? Different Judgoard. 
may have different ideas of prudence, so that it is 
reality, leaving the question whether a fact is provec 
not to the individual discretion of each judge. 
in its treatment of presumptions, the Evidence 
is most unsatisfactory. It does not, as it shi—, being 
exhaust the list of presumptions, but after specifice Associa- 
providing for certain presumptions, and that not any less 


inanciers 


consecutive sections, but in different parts of the Act,stions of 


enacts as follows :—‘‘The Court may presume the e. 
istence of any fact which it thinks likely to have... 
happened, regard being had to the common course of .. 
natural events, human conduct and public and private, 
business in their relation to the facts of the particular 
case” (section 114). Even with the aid of this sweeping 
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provision, the Act does not include many of the pre- 
sumptions adopted in English courts. On the other 
oe § these codes are open to the objection, in some 
instances, of containing too much. In other words 
they deal with matters not within their scope. This 
is especially true of the Succession Act. Section 4 of 
that Act provides in effect that marriage is not to 
affect the proprietary rights of husband or wife, or to 
render either of them incapable of doing any act in 
respect of his or-her own property, which he or she 
would have done if unmarried. Such an enactment 
may have been very desirable in India, but it is ob- 
viously out of place in a Succession Act. Again, 
section 45 provides for the settlement. on marriage of 
the property of a minor with the consent of his father 
or of the High Court. On what principle is such a 
provision inserted in a Succession Act ? 

There is again another feature of the codes which is 
very objectionable. Many of the sections are followed 
by illustrations. These illustrations were thus ex- 
Gained by the Report of the Indian Law Commission, 
which drew up the penal code—the first Indian enact- 
ment in which they appear :—* We have, in framing 
our definitions, ne 8: principally of making them 
precise, and have not shrunk from rugged or intricate 
phraseology when such phraseology appeared to us to 
be necessary to precision. If it appeared to us that our 
language was likely to perplex an ordinary reader, we 
added as many illustrations as we thought necessary for 
the purpose of explaining it. The definitions and 
enacting clauses contain the whole law. The illustra- 
tions make nothing law which would not be law with- 
out them. They only exhibit the law in full action, 
and show what its effects will be on the events of com- 
men life. ‘Thus the code will be at once a statute book 
and a collection of decided cases. The decided cases in 
the code will differ from the decided cases in the Eng- 
lish law books in two most important points. In the 
first place our illustrations are ucver intended to supply 


any omission in the written law, nor do they ever, in 
our _— puta sirain on the written law. They are 


merely instances of the practical application of the 
written law to the affairs of mankind. Secondly, they 
are cases decided not by the judges, but by the Leyisla- 
ture, by those who make the law, and who must know, 
more certainly than any judge can know, what the law 
is which they mean to make.” 

Had the principle laid down by the Commissioners 
been strictly adhered to, and this system never been 
employed to bolster up the text of the codes, although 
illustrations might have been objected to as surplus- 
age, they would not have been open, as they are now, 
to the objection of being used to supplement the defi- 
ciencies of the sections to which they are attached. We 
will give one instance of their misapplication: The 
power of an executor to compound a debt is one of 
great practical utility ; yet nowhere in the Succession 
Act is that power expressly given. However, section 
$28 enacts that “ When an executor or administrator 
occasions @ loss to the estate, by neglecting to get in any 
part of the property of the deceased, he is liable to 
make good the amount,” and to this section is appended 
an illustration which runs thus ; ‘‘The executor abso- 
lutely releases a debt due to the deceased from a solvent 
debtor, or compounds with a debtor who is able to pay 
in full, The executor is liable to make good the 
amount.” If an executor has a power to compound 
at all under the Succession Act, it is by the illustration 
qualifying the section quoted. Mr. Fitzjames Stephen 
has employed illustrations in the Evidence Act even 
more copiously than they haye been employed in any 
preceding Act. One section, the 14th, has no less than 
sixteen illustrations appended to it, while the 114th 
(quoted above) has nine illustrations, which, if they do 
a) supply omissions in it, certainly have the aspect of 
80 doing. 

In one part of his address Mr. Stephen described 





the examination which the new code of criminal pro- 
cedure went through before it was enacted. How copies 
of it were scattered broadcast for criticism, and how, 
when the criticisms were returned, “we had a 4om- 
mittee of nine, of whom five undertook the task of 
studying these criticisms. We used to sit five, six, or 
eeven hours a day, for months together. The secretary 
read over the whole bill (541 sections), and as each sec- 
tion was read the criticisms upon it were referred to by 
one or other of the members who took charge of them, 
and were discussed by the committee in private, and 
the wording of the bill was settled accordingly. The 
number of points thus brought to our notice was sur- 
prising, and the value of the process could hardly be 
exaggerated. It is, out of all comparison, more search- 
ing and effective than a discussion by speeches in a 
a 42 assembly can possibly give.” 

he Evidence Act was scattered broadcast for criti- 
cism in the same way, and we may assume that the 
criticisms thereon were turned to account in a similar 
manner, It is somewhat singular, then, that hardly had 
this Act become law—before, indeed, it had come into 
operation—a bill was brought in to amend it, not in one 
or two matters which might be fairly attributed to 
oversight, but in ten or a dozen sections. A perusal of 
the amending bill leads irresistibly to the impression 
that the Act was passed without sufficient consideration, 
which shows that however elaborate may be the ma- 
chinery for passing au Indian code, it is not sufficient 
to prevent such flaws in it as destroy its claim to be 
considered a specimen of perfect legislation. 

We have not written in any captious spirit; we only 
desire to point out, in the interest of due caution, 
that ‘‘ codification” is not quite so easy even as Mr: 
Fitzjames Stephen appears to think. There is this also 
to be borne in mind: You may make your code too 
simple. If so made, it will speedily become overridden 
by explanatory decisions, which lawyers will note up as 
explanatory glosses, and thus the layman, who possesses 
merely his code, may be as far as he can be new, from 
knowing the practical outcome of law that will avail 
him in a contest with his fellow. We do not desire a 
code like the Code Napolton. Within the last few 
years there has been a good deal of difference of opinion 
on the subject of codification; one school recommending 
that codification be commenced at once; the other de- 
siring to have the law first expurgated, and then digested 
and codified. The difficulty of deciding at which end to 
begin has had a great deal to do with the 
unproductiveness of all the discussion on the subject. 
Mr. Stephen is one of those who would at once begin to 
digest and codify straight off. Ile would divide the law 
into broad classes, of which he gives a sample enumera- 
tion, and would consolidate the law—statute law and 
case law—on each. But is it clear that the same 
method will suit each department or subject? There 
are, no doubt, some subjects, such, for instance, as 
shipping law, which are best approached by the method 
of consolidation, but we very much doubt whether the 
land laws, for instance, will not be better dealt with by 
commencing with expurgation and reform. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1871. 
Common Law Covrts. 

The return of the business on the Crown side of the 
Court of Queen's Bench is made by the Queen’s Coroner 
and Attorney and the Master of the Crown Office, but 
being unreliable, and presenting no feature greatly vary- 
ing from the returns of former years, calls for no special 
notice. 

In the three superior courts of common law 65,297 
writs of summons were issued in the year 1871, which is 
7,241 less than in 1870, and 16,359 less than in 1869. 
In the year 1867 the total number of writs of summons 
issued was 114,301. The number of appearances entered 
in 1871 was 21,792, as against 23,577 in 1870; 24,129 
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judgments were entered up, and 15,940 executions ) 
issued. In 1870 we find that 27,634, and in 1869, 30,150 
judgments were entered up, and that 17,725 executions 
were issued, as against 23,679 in 1869. In the total 
number of proceedings in 1871 under “ Process issued,” 
there is a decrease as compared with 1870 of 15,004, or 
10.6 per cent. following a decrease of 22,495, or 13.4 per 
cent. in 1870 as compared with 1869. Under “ Matters 
heard,’ there is, as compared with 1870, a decrease of 
36. The total amount of fees received in the three 
superior courts was £47,692 15s. in 1871, as against 
£52,593 19s. 6d. in 1870, and £68,992 19s. 6d. in 1869. 
It is only from the Court of Exchequer that we are 
favoured with a return of the number of bills of costs 
taxed; this number was 3,654, as against 4,010 in the 
previous year. 

Under the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868, we find 
that no petitions were presented in 1871. 

The returns of the associates of the three superior courts 
of common law and of the clerks of assize and the clerks of 
the Crown show that the total number of remanets from the 
year 1870 was 244, and that 1,961 cases were entered for 
trial at Westminster; that 869 of these were withdrawn 
or struck out, and 161 were undefended; 284 were made 
remanets, and 9 were stayed; so that the number of 
defended causes tried at Westminster was 886. There 
were also 1,022 causes entered for trial at Nisi Prius, of 
which 755 were tried, 259 were withdrawn or struck out, 
and 8 were made remanets. All the foregoing figures 
exhibit a considerable decrease from the numbers of the 
previous year, as well as of the year 1869. The causes 
entered for trial at Westminster were 2,212 in 1870, of 
which 232 were undefended, 1,051 were withdrawn or 
struck out, 04 were made remanets, and 159 were stayed, 
while there were 972 defended. At Nist Prius in 
1870 there were 1,183 causes entered for trial, of which 
317 were withdrawn or struck out, 17 were made re- 
manets, and 849 were tried. 

From the Common Pleas of Lancaster there were 237 
causes entered for trial; 4 from the Common Pleas of 
Durham, and 4 from the Court of Probate, making a 
total of 245, of which number 159 were tried, and 82 
were withdrawn or otherwise disposed of, 4 remaining 
undisposed of. In 1870 we find that 245 such causes 
were entered, and 163 were tried. 

In the offices of the three superior courts there were 
24,129 judgments entered up, being 3,505 less than in 
1870, and following a decrease of 2,518 in 1869, and of 
2,817 in 1868. Of this total of 24,129 judgments entered 
up, 1,348 were for default of service, and 16,428 on affi- 
davit of service. 

At Westminster and on circuit 2,314 causes were 
entered for trial, as against 2,632 in 1870 and 2,844 in 
1869. The verdict was for the plaintiff in 1,405 causes, 
and for the defendant in 267. The total amount recovered 
in these several causes at Westminster and on circuit 
was £347,320 in 1871, and £369,503 in 1870; the several 
amounts recovered varying from £20 and under in 107 
causes, to £5,000 and upwards in 9 causes. 

The returns of the masters of the three Superior 
Courts of Common Law show that the number of writs 
of execution issued was 15,940, as against 17,725 in the 
previous year; and we find that the number of writs of 
execution issucd in 1869 was 23,679, and in 1868, 23,111. 

tules for a new trial were refused in 124 cases, and a 
rule xisi was granted in 241; 86 of these rules nisi were 
made absolute, and 103 were discharged. The number 
of applications on motion for a new trial, &c., is 2 more 
in 1871 thanin 1870. 

The number of writs of summons issued in 1871 
being 65,297, and the number of appearances entered 
21,702, it would appear that in 43,595, or 66°7 per cent. 
of the actions commenced by writ of summons, no step 
was taken towards a defence. In 1870 the proportion of 


| were issued to the number of 123,928, 








cases in which no appearance was entered was 67°5 per 
cent.. 
in 1871, 


2,988, or 13°7 per cent., 


Of the cases in which appearances were entered | 
as against 14°4 per 


cent. in 1870, were entered for trial, of which 1,802 were 
brought to trial i in 1871, and 1846 in 1870. In 1871 we 
find that 161 of these cases were undefended. For the 
decision of a jury there remained 2°5 per cent. only, the 
proportion having been the same in 1870. 

In the Judges’ Chambers the number of summonses 
issued was 55,472 as against 52,764 in 1870, and 55,826 
in 1869. In the total number of proceedings in Judges’ 
Chambers there is an increase of 866 following a decrease 
in 1870 of 17,257. 

There were 79 proceedings in error set down for argu- 
ment, of which 46 were disposed of ; in 1870 there were 
56 proceedings in error, of which 40 were disposed of. 
In 1871 we find that 33 proceedings in error were made 
remanets or stood for judgment, as against 16 in 1870. 

The total amount of the Suitors’ Fund of the three 
Superior Courts of Common Law was £69,448 193. Od. 
on the Ist January, 1872; there was paid in during the 
year £123,772 11s. 6d., while during the same period 
£141,805 3s. 11d. was paid out, leaving a balance of 
£51,416 6s. 7d. at the end of the year. At the be- 
ginning of 1870 the Suitors’ Fund had a balance of 
£112,890 12s. 8d., and during that year £142,501 14s. Od. 
was paid in, while £185,943 7s. 8d. was paid out. The 
amount of fees received in stamps during the year 
ending the 31st March, 1872, was £75,007 13s. 6d., being 
£6,126 3s. Od. less than in the previous year. The pay- 
ments amounted to £97,462 6s. 1d. for salaries, com- 
pensation to holders of abolished offices, and for rent 
and travelling on circuit, and were £22,454 12s. 7d. in 
excess of the fees received. 

The proceedings in the county courts are shown in 
their appropriate table. There are 51 county court cir- 
cuits in England and Wales, and courts are held in 521 
different places. At 381 the court is monthly, and at 
140 the court is held once in two months. The number 


| of plaints entered in all these courts in the year 1871 
{ was 911,538, as against 912,298 in 1870, while 612 cases 
| were sent from the superior courts, as against 597 in 


1870. The number of causes determined was 521,944 
in 1871, and 523,340 in 1870. Judgment summonses 
and 66,606 were 
heard. 33,704 warrants of commitment were issued, 
and 7,969 debtors imprisoned. In 1870 the debtors im- 
prisoned numbered 6,597. In 1871 there were 181,123 
executions against goods, and 4,435 sales made. Thetotal 
amount for which plaints were entered was £2,662,132, 
and the amount for which judgment was obtained by 
plaintiffs was £1,324,156 for debt, and £61,670 for 
costs. The amount of fees on all proceedings was 
£358,031, being £6,814 more than in 1870. 

From all the foregoing it would appear that the busi- 
ness of the county courts continues to increase, while 
that of the three superior courts of common law is on 
the decrease. 

The year 1871 was the sixth year, during which equity 
jurisdiction has been exercised by county courts, and the 
number of equitable proceedings in 1871, and also in 
1870, is as follows :— 

1871. 
767 


1870. 
Total number of equitable snits...... 668 
Number of plaints entered— 
For administration of estates......... ae 
For the execution of trusts............... 
For foreclosure or redemption, 0 or for 
enforcing any charge or lien ...... .. 
For specific performance........... apse 
For delivering up or cancelling any 
agreement for sale or purchase ay 4 8 
For dissolution or winding up of a 
partnership 
Number of petitions or notices filed 


226 
26 


212 
24 


135 
107 


143 
90 


70 
153 


58 
132 


1335 


1488 

There were 46 cases of payment by trustees under 
30 & 31 Vict. c. 142, s. 24, as against 1 in 1870. The 
subject-matter in dispute in all the suits was £116,692, 


and the amount of fees was £3,711. On the 31st day of 
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December, 1871, the number of suits pending was 239 as 

inst 247 twelve months previously. There was only 
1 appeal to the Court of Chancery from the County 
Court as against 5 in 1870. 

The Admiralty jurisdiction exercised by county courts, 
and by the City of London Court, in the years 1871, 
1870, and 1869, produces an increasing amount of 
business. 

City of London 
County Courts. Court. 
1871, 1870. 1869. 1871. 1870. 1869. 
Total number of 

Admiralty suits 

or proceedings 335 375 337 191 147 125 
Arrests of vessels 138 144 99 40 43 45 
Final decrees...... 89 131 123 64 63 40 
Amount of fees... £1284 £1501 £1278 £558 £494 £439 
Suits pending ... 75 68 59 93 72 44 
Appeals .. .....600 _— 1 3 4 3 6 
Transferred to the 

High Court of 

Admiralty ...... 2 — 6 1 2 6 


The return of proccedings in the City of London 
Court, which on the Ist January, 1868, was assimilated 
with the county courts, show that there were 13,683 
plaints entered as against 12,578 in 1870, and 16,301 in 
1869. The causes determined were 5,761. The judg- 
ment summonses issued numbered 1,022, and 349 were 
heard; 124 warrants of commitment were issued, and 9 
debtors were imprisoned. ‘The Court sat on 176 days. 
Equity proceedings in the City of London Court are very 
limited in extent, the total number of suits and proceed- 
ings having been 14 in 1871 as against 15 in 1870, 20 in 
1869, and 23 in 1868. Thefees amounted to £50. 

There are still 26 local courts for the recovery of 
small debts appearing in the list; in 8 of which no pro- 
ceedings took place in 1871. In each of six others less 
than 20 plaints were entered; in one of these 1 plaint 
only; in another, 5; in two others, 9 each; in one, 10; 
and in one, 18. From the Salford Hundred Court 
8,252 writs were issued in 1871, for an aggregate amount 
of £99,746, as against 7,950 plaints for £97,552 in 1870; 
and 8,301, for £111,723, in 1869. In all the other courts 
the number of plaints entered in 1871 was 4,697, for an 
aggregate sum of £100,894, as against 4,898 plaints for 
£102,428 in 1870. The Salford Hundred Court transacts 


about as much business as all the other of these local 


courts put together, and the Liverpool Court of Passage 
is the only other of these courts where returns of business 
seem to exhibit anything like vitality. 

The proceeding in the Lord Mayor's Court, London, in 
the year 1871, are shown in the returns made by the 
Registrar of the Court, under the heads of proceedings of 
the Court in actions, proceedings in foreign attachments, 
and proceedings on the equity side of the Court. The 
number of actions entered in 1871 was 15,464, being 520 
more than in 1870. For the four preceding years, the 
numbers showed successively an increase of 1,982 in 1869, 
2,882 in 1868, 3,996 in 1867, and 297 in 1866. The 
total amount for which actions were entered was £311,349, 
being £5,711 less than in 1870. There were 17 debtors 
imprisoned as against 7 in 1870. 

There were 814 foreign attachments issued out of the 
Lord Mayor's Court in 1871, for a total amount of 
£659,856. In the year 1870 the number and amount 
were much larger, having been 1,109 attachments for 
sums amounting in the aggregate to £1,159,427. 

On the equity side of the court there were seven bills 
of complaint filed in 1861, and nine in 1870. 

The return of proceedings in the court of the Vice- 
Warden of the Stannaries shows that in equity there were 
13 petitions entered as against 21 in the previous year; 
there were 15 appearances entered, five interlocutory orders, 
twelve summonses, orders and certificates ; in 1870 the ap- 
pearances entered numbered 30, the interlocutory orders 
were 32, the summonses, &c., were 1,859. The amount 
for which the petitions were entered was £718. Under 


the Common Law Jurisdiction there was one rule nisi 











granted, one interlocutory order made, four subpoenas 
issued, one cause tried, and one judgment given. There 
were six petitions for winding-up joint stock companies 
in 1871 as against 15 in 1870; and seven ordetS for 
winding up were made as against eight in the previous 
year; 148 petitions or orders were pending. The total 
amount of debts adjudicated upon was £27,280 in 1871, 
as against £15,853 in 1870. 

It may be gathered from all the before stated facts, 
that while the criminal business of the country is slightly 
on the increase, the civil procedure exhibits a decided 
decline, which is the more marked by the transfer of much 
of it from the Superior Courts to the County Courts. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 
A Warninc To TrvstTEEs. 
Budge v. Gummow, L.I.J., 20 W. R. 1022. 

This case ought not to be passed over without com. 
ment, in which trustees were ordered to make up from 
their own purses the insufficiency of a mortgage invest- 
ment, though before advancing the trust money they sent 
a surveyor to look at the property. 

The general rule is well understood, that trustees in 
lending on security of freehold land are not justified 
in advancing more than two-thirds the value, and 
on security of freehold buildings not more than half 
the value. This is stated in Stickney v. Sewell, 1 
My. & Cr. 8, as a rule of ordinary prudence; in 
Stretton v. Ashinall, 3 W. R. 4, Vice-Chancellor Kinders- 
ley observed that such rules were not to be regarded as 
hard and fast rules subject to no variation, but as rules 
of ordinary discretion. The general rule is undoubtedly 
that just mentioned; scores on scores of cases have been 
decided by it which have not found their way into the 
reports, and very special circumstances would be required 
to introduce a different rule. into the consideration of a 
case. As to buildings used for trade purposes, it is not 
always that trustees would be justified in lending as much 
as the half value (see Stickney v. Sewell, ubi sup.), where 
the value depends on external circumstances liable to 
fluctuation. Then as regards the assessment of the 
value of property tendered in mortgage, of course a 
trustee who accepted the mortgagor's statement of value 
without inquiry would be responsible for loss in the 
event of that statement subsequently proving fallacious: 
and although a trustee who employs proper pro- 
fessional assistance, and lends no more than a proper pro- 
portion of the value so reported to him, would in general 
not be responsible for a subsequent fallin value from 
causes which could not at the time be foreseen, it seems 
that if there should be any patent circumstances connected 
with the property, imparting a problematical character 
to its estimated value, trustees are not safe in acting on 
the opinion, at any rate of one surveyor. In Jones v. 
Lewis, 3 D. G. & Sm. 474, for instance, the property 
tendered consisted of unfinished houses: the trustees, 
acting on the opinion of a surveyor who valued the pro- 
perty at £3,500, advanced £2,600, but the investment 
subsequently realised £350 short of the amount advanced. 
Vice-Chancellor Shadwell exonerated the trustees, but 
Lord Truro reversed this decision. In the present case 
the property tendered was a hotel at a watering-place, 
Broadstairs; the trustces sent a London surveyor to esti- 
mate its value, who estimated the value of the freehold 
at £1,900, and added £800 more for the value of 
the licence. The trustees advanced £1,400, and the 
security proved insufficient. The Lords Justices upheld 
the chief clerk, whose decision had been reversed by 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon, in finding the trustees responsible 
for the deficiency; they considered that the report on which 
the trustees stated that they had acted was not one on 
which they should have acted without further inquiry, 
and that proper inquiry would have made the trustees 
aware that the hotel in question was only a recently 
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opened hotel—a highly speculative kind of property, 
depending on the character of the occupier. The case 
is worth reading as a matter of trustee practice. 

The decision of Vice-Chancellor Shadwell in Jones v. 
Lewis appears to have been cited on behalf of the trustees 
in the present case. The appeal decision, in which the 
trustee was held liable, is not reported, but at p. 263 of the 
last edition (5th) of Lewin on Trusts, is a note, “ Reversed 
on appeal, it is believed, by Lord Truro, on Feb. 26, 
1852, but on what grounds not known.” Ona reference to 
the records at the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office (1851 A. 
698), the fact of the reversal is ascertained, the declara- 
tion in the decree being varied to—‘ Declare that the loss 
sustained on the money advanced on the mort@age to H. 
is chargeable on the late defendant E. J., the acting 
trustee and executor’; and the trustee was ordered to 
pay arrears of interest at five per cent. 








REVIEWS. 

The Law as to Licensing Inns, §c., §c., containing the Licens- 
ing Act, 1872, and the other Acts in force as to Alehouses, 
Beerhouses, Wine and Refreshment Houses, Shops, &c., 
selling Intoxicating Liquors, and Billiard and occasimal 
Licenses ; systematically arranged, with Explanatory Notes, 
the Authorised Forms of Licenses, Table of Offences, Index, 
&c. By Grorce C. Oxr, Chief Clerk to the Lord Mayor 
of London, &c. London: Butterworths, 1872. 


To anyone acquainted with Mr. Oke’s other works it is 
hardly necessary to say that this treatise on the Licensing 
laws is accurate and thoroughly practical. The author’s 
plan is to divide the subject with which he had to deal into 
branches, just as the writer of a treatise on any other legal 
subject would do, not to follow the order of the last or any 
earlier Act ; and in this, we have no doubt, he has done 
wisely. To have followed any other course, when dealing 
with a matter affected by so many statutes, would have led 
to endless confusion. 

We are inclined to regret, however, that Mr. Oke has 
not in addition printed the Acts now in force, in small 
type, in their chronological order, as an appendix. It is 
true this would have added to the bulk of the book; and 
it is true that all the enactments in force are printed in 
the text in iheir logical connection, and that there are 
excellent keys provided whereby any section may be 
readily traced to its proper page, but we should have 
liked the other form too. 

Of Mr. Oke’s treatment of his subject we can speak 
with the highest praise. It has not only the accuracy 
which belongs to an able and painstaking writer, but that 
entire thoroughness and essentially practical character 
which nothing but the most complete familiarity with a 
subject can secure. The book will, we have no doubt, 
at once take its place as the reeognised guide for thos» 
who have to do with licensing law. ‘The table of offences; 
similar to that with which all who use the magisteral 
synopsis are fauiliar, is especially valuable. 








Abert Lire AssURANCE ARBITRATION.—Lord Caireza, the 
arbitrator m this matter, has directed a notice to issue 
informing all holders of policies, annuities, and endowment 
contracts who have not previously sent in their elaims in 
respect of the same to the joint official liquidatoz, that if 
they fail to doso by the 30th of this month any rights 
which they may have will be barred by his lordship’s next 
aud final award. 

Extraorpinary Petty Sessions,—A Windsor corres- 
pondent tells the following extraordinary story :—At the 
ingugural banquet of the Mayor of Windsor on Saturday, 
as the hour of eleven approached, some of the party exhi- 
bited a disinclination to abandon their enjoyments. In the 
midst of this difficulty some one suggested that, as there 
were three magistrates, a Petty Sessions should be held, 
and that the landlord, Mr. Johnson, should apply for per- 
mission to keep open an extra hour. This suggestion was 
accordingly acted upon. The application was formally 
made and formally granted, and the party were thus 
allowed to continue their convivial ogcupation,—Pall Mall 
Gazette. 


COURTS. 


THE EUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
ARBITRATION.* 
(Before Lord Wersravrr.) 
Oct. 29.—Re European Assurance Society, Lloyd's case, 
Lloyd vy. European Assurance Society. 

Life assurance company—Transfer of shares—Approval by 
directors of nominee—Liability on shares—Contrvbhutory. 
By the deed of settlement of the E. Assurance Society, it was 

provided, that when a shareholder wished to transfer his shares, 

and had procured some other person or persons who should be 
willing to Lecome a shareholder or shareholders, such share- 
hotder should “give notice in writing, at the office of the cempany, 
of his Raving done so, and request the Board of Directors to 
certify their approbation or disapprobation of such person or 
persons, and should deecribe in such notice the full name and 
profession, or ealling, and place of abode of the proposed 
shareholder, or of each proposed shareholder, if more thars ane, 
and the number of shares in respect of which heor they should 
be* proposed to become a shareholder or shareholders, and if the 
person or persons should be approved of, as thereinafter mom- 
tioned, or tf the directors should not within fourteen days pro- 
pose some other person or persons to take the shares proposed to 
be transferred at the then market price for the time (in whicit 
case the person or person 80 proposedshorld be considered as aj~ 
proved of by thew)” then the shareholder might transfer tha 
shares to-the person ov persons so proposed. 

L. was the owner of 630 partly paid-up shares in the Society;, 
of which. he was anxious to get rid.. He found J. who was willing 
to tahe them in return: for £20, to be paid after registration in. 
the Society's books.. Accordingly» he. executed a transfer of his: 
shaves toJ;.and. forwarded it tothe Society with an official: 
Sorm of notice, inwhich J. was. deseribed. asa wine merchant ;: 
the veal fact being, that he wasa clerk wm a wine company, and: 
had alsovan officswith J. § Co..on the door, at which he seldons 
if ever attended. Within fourteen: dwys L. was informed that: 
the directors delayed sanctioning the transfer because they had-no 
satisfactory account of J., and. subsequently, five months after -- 
wards, he veceised a formal notice that J. was disapproved. 
Svbsequently the E.. Assurance Society; was wound up, and Le. 
was put on the list of contributories. 

In an application by L. to have his name removed fron. the 
list-of coutributortes,.it wes. 

Held, that the directors.had power, within fourteen days 
cfter the notice, to refuse 4 proposed transfer of shares without 
providing a substitute, and that they kad properly exercisad that 
power, L., therefore, ras stilla shareholder of the Society. 

This was.dhe claim of Mr..Hosvell W. Lloyd, to have his 
name remeved from the lis of contributories af* the 
European Assurance Society. The-96 clause of the saciety’s, 
deed ‘of settlement, of September 1854, provides as Sollows :- 
“That it.shall be lawful for any shareholder in the.com- 
pany, and for the hnsband' of any female sharehcifler, and) 
for the executors end administrators of any deceasad share. 
holder, and-for the assignees of any bankrupt or-insolverd, 
shareholder, to.paocure some person or persons ta, hecone 
a shareholder or shareholdens, ia respect of ali or, ang off 
the shares forthe time being belonging to sugh. shaxe~ 
holder, or which, belonged, to.sach deceased shareholdex;, ox 
to such, bankyupt or insolvent shareholder, aad, when and 
80 often, as any such shareholder, husband, exequtoxs, ad- 
rainistrators or assignees shall have procured, some on 
or persons, who is or aye willing to becoma. a,shareholder 
or shareholders, such shareholder, husdand, executors, 
administyators, or assignees (as the case. may be), shall 
give notice in writing, at the office of the. company of his 
or theix having done so, and request the. Boark to certify 
their approbation or disapprobation of sueh person or 
persons, and shall describe in such notice the fall name, 
and profession, or calling, and place of abode of the pro» 
posed shareholder, or of each proposed shareholder, if moxe 
than one, and the number of shaxes in respect of which he 
or she, or they shall be propased to become a shareholder 
or shareholders ; and if the person or persons shall be ap- 

proved of as hereinafter mentioned, or if the dirgetors 

shall not within 14 days proposed some other peygon or 
persons to take the shaye or shares propose to be trans- 
ferred at the then market priee far the time (in which case 
the person or persous so proposed shall be eonsidered as 








* Reported by W. Bousfield, Esq., Barviater-at-law, 
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approved of by them), then, and in such case, such share- 
holder, husband, executors, administrators, or assignees 
(as the case may be), may tranfser the same share or 
shares to such person or persons so proposed and approved, 
and thereupon each, or any such person shall, upon execut- 
ing at the office of the company, or at such other place as 
the Board of Directors shall require, these presents or a 
deed of covenant to abide by the provisions herein con- 
tained, and the rules and regulations of the company, be 
entitled as regards the share or shares so transferred to 
him, or her, to call upon the Board of Directors to enter 
his or her name in the register of shareholders as pro- 
prietors thereof, and the Board shall accordingly do so, 
and upon such entry being made, he or she shall become 
the proprietor or proprietors thereof, provided nevertheless 
that no share or shares shall be transferred until all 
instalments or calls actually due and payable in respect 
thereof, shall have been fully paid up.” 

The 97th clause also provided: “That as well every 
transfer of a share, as every deed of covenant to be executed 
as aforesaid, shall be prepared according to a form or 
forms, to be sanctioned and approved of by the Board of 
Directors and no share in the company shall be transferred 
by any shareholder, or by the husband of any female 
shareholder, or by the executors or administrators of a de- 
ceased shareholder, or by the assigns of a bankrupt or 
insolvent shareholder, to any person who has not been first 
approved of, or considered as approved of as aforesaid, by 
the Board of Directors, or a Committee of Directors ap- 
pointed by the said Board for the purpose, and if any trans- 
fer of any share or shares shall be made, or attempted to 
be made, to any person who has not been so first approved, 
any such transfer shall be void, and as well, every transfer 
ofa share, as every deed of covenant, to be executed in 
the cases as aforesaid shall be executed at the company’s 
office, or such other place as the Board of Directors, or the 
said Committee of Directors may require or approve of, 
and such deed of covenant shall at all times be prepared 
under the direction of such Board or Committee, and at 
the expense of the person entering into the covenants 
therein contained; and every such transfer and deed of 
covenant shall be deposited at the office of the company, or 
other place appointed by the Board and kept by them, but 
any person for the time being claiming under any such 
transfer may, by writing under his or her hand, require the 
same to be produced to him or her, and it shall be lawful 
for the Board of Directors to demand and receive from the 
seller of any share or shares a fee on each transfer, pre- 
paratory to the approval of the shareholder, not exceeding 
one shilling, such fees to be applied and disposed of in such 
manner as the Board of Directors may, from time to time, 
ace fit.” 

In January, 1865, Mr. Lloyd became the owner of 630 
partly paid-up shares in the sogiety, in respect of which be 
was registered as a shareholder. 

In July, 1870, reports of the insolvency of the society 
were prevalent, and an unsuccessful petition to wind-up 
its affairs was presented to the Court of Chancery. Mr. 
Lloyd being anxious to part with his shares (upon which 
all calls had been paid up to that time), procured a person 
of the name of Jackson who was willing io take them, 
and on the 23rd July, 1870, he sent to the society an exe- 
cuted transfer of all his shares, together with an official 
form of notice, asking that his transferee, Jackson, who 
was described as of No. 43, .Tavistcck Terrace, Upper 
Holloway, wine merchant, might be approved as a share- 
holder. The transfer forwarded was of a different form to 
that sanctioned by the Board of Directors ; but it appeared 
that the practice of the society was lax in the observance 
of the 97th clause, and the omission in this respect was 
not pressed against Lloyd. A considerable correspondence 
between the directors and Lloyd immediately arose, the 
purport of which was that Lloyd was informed that the 
directors delayed and refused to sanction the transfer to 
Jackson, on the ground, firstly, that they had no satisfac- 
tory account of him; and secondly, that an appeal was 
pending in the petition for winding-up the society. The 
first letter containing au intimation to this etfect was re- 
ceived by Lloyd from the directors within fourteen days 
after the notice had been sent to them. On the Ist 
November, 1870, they caused the following letter to be 
sent to Mr. Lloyd by their secretary :— 





“ The directors are advised that the proposed transferee 
is not a proper person to take a transfer of the shares in 
question : that he is not to be seen at his nominal place of 
business; and from this and other facts which have e 
to their knowledge, the directors decline to sanction the 
transfer. I therefore return the deed certificates, and one 
shilling stamps, the fee paid.” 

On the 1st November, 1870, a call was made on the 
shares, which Lloyd refused to pay, and the society com- 
menced an action in the Court of Common Pleas to recover 
the amount. On the 26th October, 1871, Lloyd filed a bill 
in Chancery, by which he sought to have it declared that 
the society were not entitled to refuse to register the trans- 
fer to Jackson, or to treat himself, Lloyd, as a continuing 
shareholder, liable in equity to payment of calls. He also 
prayed for an immediate injunction to restrain their action 
at law, which was, on the 16th November, by consent of 
the parties, ordered to stand over till the hearing of the 
cause. 

The evidence showed that the bargain between Lloyd 
and Jackson was this: Lloyd agreed to transfer the shares 
to Jackson for the nominal consideration of five shillings, 
and Jacksou accepted the risk of their being registered in 
his name, for £20, to he paid only when the registration 
was complete. It appeared also that Jackson, though de- 
scribed as a wine merchant, was only a clerk of the One 
Wine Company, Limited, which was being wound up. He 
had an office at the address given, with the name of 
Jackson & Co., on the door, but rarely, if ever, attended at 
it. Lloyd had no personal knowledge of Jackson, who was 
introduced to him for the purpose of the transfer. 

Hemming, for Mr. Lloyd, urged, that the directors had 
no power to refuse Jackson as a shareholder. He was 
really a wine merchant, but anyhow the burden of proof 
rested on the society to show he was not, and this they had 
not done. The 96th clause in the deed of settlement was 
framed with a view that a shareholder might always get 
rid of his shares in a fortnight, and was intentionally dif- 
ferent from the more usual form in such deeds, which 
allowed directors an absolute power of rejection of a pro- 
posed transferee. The directors here might reject a pro- 
posed transferee, but only where they found a substitute 
within fourteen days after the notice to them. If any other 
construction were put on the clause, then a great part of 
the words would be reduced to useless surplusage. See 
observations of L. J. Mellish, in Chappell’s case, L. R. 6 
Ch. 908, 20 W. R. 9; also Weston's case, 17 W. R. 62. 

The directors having refused to complete the transfer, 
Lloyd was entitled to say, both in law and equity, that all 
formalities had been complied with, and that he was no 
longer liable on the shares. 

M. Cookson for the official liquidator of the European 
Assurance Society, and Street for Jackson, were not called 
upon. 

Lord Westsury said, if he were to take this as a repre. 
sentative case, he had entered into an investigation which 
would be extremely painful. He could not have believed 
that under the present law there were so many ways of 
getting out of liability, by effecting what was in reality a 
fraud, as had been practised since the position of the Euro- 
pean Assurance Society began to be doubtful. He would not 
draw a veil over his eyes by technical considerations, but 
would decide each case with the justice that the facts of it 
required. In this everything wasclear. Res ipsa lequitur. 
In July, 1870, Mr. Lloyd was the owner of 630 shares, with 
a considerable liability upon them. He believed the 
society to be insolvent, and was anxious to free himself 
from liability. This was not to be impuied to him as a 
culpable motive, he had a right to do so, if he could legally; 
but there was an obligation on him to propose in his stead 
aman whom his brother shareholders might fairly and 
reasonably accept. He went to his solicitors and stated 
his position, and through them he foand a man who was 
willing to take the shares for a consideration of £20, but, 
as there was risk, the money was not to be paid till the 
shares shouldbe registered. Mr. Lloyd was told that he was a 
wine merchant, but he was in no sense of the word a wine- 
merchant. Whether, however, he were a wine-merchant or 
not, was not essential to the decision in the case. For 
that object the power of transfer in the 96th clause 
of the deed of settlement must be examined with 
care. The society was a partnership, and it was 
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necessary to prevent one of the partners getting 
rid of responsibility to the detriment of the others. The 
clause for that purpose differed in various deeds of settle- 
ment, as the one here did from that cefore the Court 
ef Chancery in Chappell’s case. He quite accepted 
the remarks of Lord Justice Mellish in that case, but 
would not have done so if they had been made upon the 
clause of the deed of the European Society. His interpre- 
tation of this clause was as follows :—The power of transfer 
was a power given to the shareholder after certain things 
should have been done. It was necessary that these should 
be done bond fide so as to warrant to the shareholders, 
through their agents the directors, that there was a. proper 
transfer. The first thing was, that notice should be given 
in writing as to the name, calling, and place of abode of 
the proposed transferree. The question of the form of 
notice might be put aside, as any notice complying with 
the substantial requisitions of the clause would be suffi- 
cient. After the notice had been received by the directors, 
a power of transfer to the proposed transferee would arise 
only in the case of one of two alternatives. In the first, 
if the person or persons proposed were approved of, in 
which the power to transfer immediately came into force ; 
and secondly, if the directors were silent about their ap- 
proval or disapproval, and did not within fourteen days 
propose some other transferee. The power of the di- 
rectors to propose a substitute was put in to protect them, 
as it would be sometimes impossible for them to approve 
er disapprove, and in such doubtful cases they were em- 
powered to propose a nominee of their own. It was also 
provided, lest the transferor should be kept in suspense 
for a considerable period as to whether the proposed trans- 
feree were accepted or not, so that if he received no answer 
from the directors for fourteen days, the person or persons 
proposed should be considered as approved, and then and 
in such case, whether approved or otherwise, the share- 
holder might transfer. But if within the fourteen days 
the directors distinctly expressed their disapproval, the 
silence of the deed as to this showed that no power of 
transfer was given. If the nominee were approved, the 
power of transfer arose ; if the directors were silent, the 
power also arose; if the directors proposed a substitute, 
the power of transfer to such substitute arose; 
otherwise there was no transfer. On the 23rd July, 
Lloyd gave notice to the directors. He was not 
left in silence, but within fourtecn days was told dis- 
tinctly that his nominee was disapproved. Therefore the 
power of transferring never arose, and he is still a share- 
holder. Whether a court has the power of examining the 
grounds ypon which directors act, and controlling their 
discretion or not, the reasons of their refusal in this case 
were very good ones, and it would have been most impro- 
per if Jackson had been approved. This case would, 
therefore, be decided on two grounds. First, that Lloyd’s 
proposal having been disapproved, the power to transfer 
never arose, and, secondly, that that disapproval was war- 
ranted by every sense of duty, which the directors owed to 
the society. The proposal of such a substitute by Mr. Lloyd 
was contrary to what it was ever intended a shareholder 
should be entitled to do, which was to find some one else 
to stand in his shoes, and capable of sustaining all his 
Kability. If a man, meditating this kind of transaction, 
was fortunate enough to complete the transfer before it 
could be discovered, it was then a concluded matter with 
which he, as arbitrator, couid do nothing, the transferor had 
then the benefit of fulfilment, and was free of his shares. 
But in this case Mr. Lloyd had come to have an incomplete 
transaction completed. He had no merits in equity, and, if 
possible, less at law. Ifhe could have succeeded in showing 
that he had done all thut which it was incumbent on him to 
do in law and equity, and that the directors by their re- 
fusal to complete his transfer had violated the principles 
of equity and justice, then he would have been entitled to 
succeed on every ground; but he had not done so. This 
attempt to inflict fraud on the society would be refused, 
the bill dismissed, and the injunction dissolved. 


Mr. Lloyd would have to pay the costs of this application 
and of his bill in Chancery, but there would be no order 
as to costs of the action of law. Lord Wesrpury, in con- 
clusion said, that he wished not to be considered as casting 
any reflectien on the character of Mr. Lloyd, who had 
believed he was acting in conformity with the law, and 





also what a great many other persons are in the habit of 
believing, that what the law permitted must be right. 
Solicitors, Mercer § Mercer; Ward, Mills, & Witham. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
HuppERSFIELD. 
(Before Mr. Serjzant Tinpat Atkinson, Judge.) 
Nov. 8.—Smith and Booth vy. Ainley. 

A chattel on which a particular lien exists, arising out of 
work bestowed upon it, cannot be sold, althvujh notice of sale 
be given to the owner of the chattel, a lien in this respect differ- 
ing from a pledge, which may be sold after notice. 

In this case judgment was delivered as follows :— 

Serjeant TinpDaL ATKINson.—This action comes before me 
in the form ofa special case. The plaintiffs sued the de- 
fendant in this court for £32 4s. 5d., and the defendant 
Ainley has at the same time brought an action in the Court 
of Exchequer to recover £81 3s. 2d., for goods which he 
alleges have been wrongfully sold by the defendants, the 
plaintiffs in this suit. Both actions are to abide the de- 
cision of the court. The special case states that the plain. 
tiffs’ claim is £32 4s. 5d., being the balance of an account 
for work and labour bestowed upon the defendant’s 
materials, commeneing on the 6th of October, 1868, and 
ending June the 25th, 1869. The three first items of the 
account, amounting to £44 ds. 6d., are for oil supplied and 
for the slubbing and spinning of certain woollen flocks 
which when manufactured by the plaintiffs were delivered 
to the defendant on the 12th of November, 1868. On being 
applied to by the plaintiffs for payment, the defendant pro- 
mised tosend more goods to be slubbed and spun, and 
when they were done he would pay for the whole. Ac- 
cordingly in 1869 more goods were sent by the defendant 
for that purpose, and an additional liability for work and 
labour was incurred, amounting to £16 3s, Onthe 25th 
of June the defendant came to the plaintiffs’ place of busi- 
noss, examined and weighed the goods, and upon the 
plaintiffs refusing to allow himto take them away without 
payment, he promised to bring money shortly and pay the 
account, which at that time amounted to £60 8s. dd., and 
take the goods away. In the month of March, 1872, the 
plaintiffs wrote to the defendant, stating that unless the 
account was paid within fourteen days the goods would be 
sold. No reply having been received, the plaintiffs pro- 
ceeded, after the lapse of fourteen days, to sell the goods in 
two portions, the sale realising the sum of £28 4s., leaving 
a balance due to them of £32 4s. 5d., the amount sued for. 
The plaint in this action was taken out onthe 19th of July 
of this year, and stood for hearing on the 29th of Septem- 
ber, 1872. On or about the 21st of July, the plaintiffs re- 
ceived a letter from the defendant’s attorney, Mr. Drake, 
demanding the goods and requiring damages for their de- 
tention, and on the 26th of September, three days before 
the hearing of the case in this court, the plaintiffs were 
served with a writ of summons in the Court of Exchequer, 
at the suit of the defendant in an action of trover, laying 
the damages in that suit at £81 3s. 2d. ‘The defendant re- 
fuses to acknowledge the credit given to him by the plain- 
tiffs for £28 4s., the produce of the sale, on the ground that 
the goods were not sold by his consent, or order, or with his 
knowledge. It is admitted that the action was brought by 
the defendant without his having made any previous tender 
of the amout of the plaintiffs’ debt. Upon this state of 
facts the Court iscalled upon to say, first, whether the 
plaintiffs are entitled to recover from the defendant the 
sum of £82 4s. 5d., for which this action is brought, and if 
not, what (if any) sum; and secondly, whether the defen- 
dant, who is the plaintiff in the actionin the Court of Ex- 
chequer, is entitled to recover the £81 3s. 2d., sued for, 
and if not, what (if any) sum. If the Court shall be of 
opinion, on the whole case, that the verdict should be for 
the plaintiffs (Messrs. Smith and Booth), then judgment 
shall be entered up for them for the amount of such ver- 
dict and costs of suit. If the Court shall be of opinion that 
the verdict should be for the defendant (Ainley), then the 
plaintiffs should be nonsuited with costs to the defendant, 
and also costs of suit in the action now pending in the 
Court of Exchequer of Pleas. The costs of this case and 
other costs incidental thereto to be iu the discretion of the 
Court. 

After a careful consideration of the facts of this case, I 
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have come to the conclusion that in order rightly to decide 

the question between these parties, the plaintiffs’ par- 

ticulars of demand must be amended by increasing the 

amount Claimed from £32 4s. 5d. to £44 5s. 5d., namely, 

that charged by the plaintiffs for the work on the defendant’s 
materials comprised in the first three items of their claim, 

and I arrive at this conclusion on the ground that they had 

not, either by agreement or custom, any general lien upon 

such goods of the defendant’s as might thereafter be sent 

to them for the purpose of being wrought upon, a general 
lien not being favoured by law existing, only by express 
agreement, custom, or the general course of dealing bet ween 
the parties: Bock v. Gorrison, 19 W. R. 209, 30 L. J. Ch. 39. 
This issue, therefore, I decide in favour of the plaintiffs in 
the suit in this court. With respect to the action inthe Ex- 
chequer, in which the situations of the parties here are 
reversed, and the present defendant is the plaintiff, I am 
of opinion that a verdict must be entered in this form: Up 
to the period of the sale of the goods by the defendants in 
the action, they had a particular or specific lien for the 
labour expended upon the plaintiffs’ materials, but this 
carried with it no right to sell. The cases on the subject 
of lien show that a pledge or pawn differs from a lien, 
which conveys no right to sell whatever, but only to retain 
the chattel until the debt in respect of which the lien was 
created is satisfied, and even although the reten!ion of the 
chattel may be attended with expense: Thames Ironworks 

Company v. Patent Derrick Company, 29 L. J. 714, 8 W.R. 
418, Nor unless there is an agreement to that effect can a 
charge be made for the warehouse-room or rent incurred in 
keeping the chattel: Somes v. British Empire Shipping 
Company, E. B. & E. 353, affirmed 8 H. L. 338, 8 W. R. 
707. It follows from this that if a person having a lien 
on goods abuses it by wrongfully parting with them, as by 
a sale without the owner’s consent, the owner’s right to 
possession revives, and he may bring trover for them: 
Scott v. Newington, 1 M. & R. 252; Clark v. Gilbert, 2 Scott 
520. I find in this case there has been a wrongful sale by 
the defendant, and a verdict must be entered for plaintiffs 
for £19 2s., with costs; leaving as the result of the judg- 
ment of the Court upon the whole case, a sum due to the 
plaintiffs in the action of this court, after deducting the 
amount of the verdict in the defendant’s action in the 
Exchequer, of £25 3s. 5d. Each party to bear their own 
costs of the special case. 


Clement v. Hall, 
Accountant acting as an attorney. 


This was an action brought by a surgeon, of Lindley, : 


against Mr. Benjamin Hall, of Quarmby, as executor ofthe 
late Mr. Abraham Hall, for £6 10s., for professional ser- 
vices rendered to the deceased. The plaintiff did not 
appear, and the reason appeared to be that there had been 
some mistake made in the date of the summons. 
Mr. Henry Barker, for defendant, said that in this case the 
agent of the plaintiff had, he thought, exceeded what he 
had aright todo in this case, and he thought it was his 
duty t> mention the circumstance to his Honour. Where 
a notice was given in an action by a plaintiffor his attorney, 
of course it could be acted upon, but whereit was given 
by some one else, no professional man would advise his 
client to act upon it. Here was a notice from an ac- 
countast to his (Mr. Barker’s) client. 

Serjeant TrnpaLt Arktnson.—What is his name ? 

Mr. Barker.—The notice was signed Charles Payne. 

Serjeant TinpaAt Arkinson.—He ought to be told, who- 
ever he is, that that is a clear violation of the 6 & 7 Vict. 
¢. 73, the 2nd section of which is a prohibitory clause, under 
which an unqualified person acting as an attorney renders 
himself liable to be indicted. The statute was passed for 
the protection of gentlemen who practise as attorneys, and 
this practice must not be continued, or else he subjects 
himself to a penalty. The statute is not only for the pro- 
tection of the attorneys, but also for the protection of the 
public. An attorney is subject—but people don’t seem to 
understand it—to the supervision of the superior courts 
for all his acts. He is an officer of those courts, his 
education is expensive, he has a position to maintain, 
and his character for probity is everything to him. And 
if you find that accountants, over whom the superior courts 
have no control or supervision, presumeto act as attorneys, 
the public have no protection, but are quite at the mercy 


of such accountants andagents. Everyone engaged in the 
practice of these courts must concur in the wisdom 
of the Legislature in enacting that statute for the protection 
of attorneys and the public. 

Mr. Barker.—I am sure the profession will be muck 
obliged to you for this expression of your Honggr’s 
opinion, 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Sir James Hannen, Judge of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, has been appointed to succeed Lord Penzance, as 
Judge of the Probate and Divorce Courts. He is the son 
of the late James Hannen, Esq., a merchant of London, and 
of Kingswood, Surrey, and was born ia the year 1821. He 
was educated at St. Paul’s School, and at the University of 
Heidelberg, and was in early life a reporter on the staff of 
the Morning Chronicle. Mr. Hannen was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in 1848, and practised on the Home 
Circuit, and at the Surrey Sessions. He was one of the coun- 
sel opposed to the successful claimant in the great Shrews- 
bury peerage case, which began in July 1857, and lasted till 
June 1858. Mr. Hannen was for some years standing junior 
counsel to the Treasury, the office which is familiarly 
known in legal circles as “‘ The Attorney-General's Devil ; ” 
and was agent, on the part of Great Britain, in the mixed 
British and American commission, established under the 
convention concluded at London on the 8th February, 
1&53, between Her Majesty and the United States of 
America, for the settlement of outstanding claims—acting 
as such from the 16th November, 1853, till the 15th 
January, 1855. In July 1865, Mr. Hannen was an 
unsuccessful candidate for the representation of Shoreham ; 
this was the only occasion on which he attempted to 
enter Parliament. On the death of Sir William Shee, in 
the early part of 1858, he was appointed a jadge of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench. By his accession to the judg- 
ship of the Courts of Probate and Divorce, Sir James 
Hannen receives no increase of his salary, which will still 
continue at £5,000, the same as in the Court of Quesn’s 
Bench; but he will havethe status of a Privy Councillor. 
The patronage of the Probate Court is very consider- 
able, as there are numerous provincial registrarships to 
which the judge has the right of nomination. Sir James 
Hannen married in 1817 Mary Elizabeth, daughter of 
Nicholas Winsland, Esq. 


Mr. Tuomas Dickson Arcaisitn, Barrister-at-Law, of 
the Home Circuit, kas been appointed a Justice of the 
Court of Queen’s Pench, on the transfer of Sir James 
Hannen to the Court of Probate and Divorce. He is a 
younger son of the late Samuel George William Archibald, 
Esq., Attorney-General, Master of the Rolls, and Speaker of 
the Assembly in Nova Scotia (who died in 1843), by his first 
wife, Elizabeth, daughter of — Dickson, Esq. For some 
years he practised as a special pleader below the bar, but 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple, in November, 
1852, when he joined the Northern Circuit. In 1853, he 
changed to the Home Circuit. In 1868, on Mr. Hannen 
being promoted to the bench, Mr. Archibald was chosen to 
fill the place of ‘ Attorney-General’s Devil.” During his 
career at the bar, Mr. Archibald was engaged as junior 
counsel for the claimant in the Shrewsbury Peerage case, 
and also in the claims for the Dundonald and Wicklow 
peerages, the case of Juapling v. Jones (* ancient 
Lights”) in the House of Lords, and recent ¥enian and 
bribery prosecutions, He was likewise engaged in many 
Colonial, Indian, and patent cases before the Privy Council, 
and in most of the great ecclesiastical appeals of recent 
years. The TZimes yesterday concluded its notice of the 
new judge as follows :—“A most useful reform, which has 
been productive of great relief to suitors against the 
Crown—we mean the Petitions of Right Act, ably carried 
thrcugh Parliament by the present Lord Chief Justice 
Bovill—was, we believe, suggested and drawn by Mr. 
Archibald.” Of Mr. Archibald’s brothers, the elder is 


Mr. Edward Mortimer Arehibald, C.B,, now Consul-General 
in the State of New York, who was formerly registrar of 
the Supreme Court of Newfoundland, and Attorney-General 
and member of the Executive and Legislative Councils of 
that colony, which offices-he resigned in 1855, on re- 
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Consul at New York, he acted as judge in the mixed court 
established in that city, under the provisions of a treaty 
between Great Britain and the United States for the sup- 
pression of the slave-trade, which appointment he held 
from 1862 till June 1870, when the commission was closed. 
Another of his brothers is Charles Dickson Archibald, Esq., 
F.R.S., F.S.A., of Rasland Hall, Lancashire, J.P. and D.L. 
for the county of Lancaster. 


Mr. Crartres Synce CurisropHerR Bowen, Barrister-at- 
law, has been appointed Junior Counsel to the Treasury, 
in succession to Mr. T. D. Archibald. Mr. Bowen was 
educated at Balliol College, Oxford, where he was Hertford 
scholar in 1855, and Ireland scholar in 1857, in’ which 
year he also gained the prize for Latin verse, the subject 
being ‘“‘ Sebastopol.’’ He was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s 
Inn in 1861, andis a member of the Western Circuit. 
Last April he was appointed Recorder of Penzance in 
succession to Mr. H. T. Cole, Q.C., who had then become 
Recorder of Plymouth and Devonport. 


Mr. THomas Hacke Naynor, Barrister-at-law, has been 
elected mayor of the borough of Cambridge for the ensuing 
year. Heis the son of thelate Thomas Hargrewe Nay- 
lor, Esq., of Carisbrook, Isle of Wight, by Martha his wife, 
and was born on the 4th December, 1809. He was edu- 
cated at Queen’s College, Cambridge, where he graduated 
B.A. in 1838, and was called to the Bar at the Inner Tem- 
ple in 1841. Mr. Naylor is a member of the Norfolk Cir- 
cuit, and attends the Cambridge, Huntingdon, Ely, Wisbeach, 
Peterborough, and Bury St. Edmund’s sessions. In 
1866 he was appointed Recorder of Sudbury in Suffolk, and 
judge of the Court of Pleas of that borough. Mr. Naylor 
is the lay member for the deanery of Chesterton at the Ely 
Ecclesiastical Conference, and an alderman of the borough 
of Cambridge. He is the author of “Cases on Election 
Law.” 

Mr. Carrinaron Francis, Barrister-at-Law, has been 
appointed Principal Secretary to Lord Selborne, the new 
Lord Chancellor. Mr. Francis was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s Inn, in 1848, and has practised as an equity 
draughtsman and conveyancer. The salary of the principal 
secretary is £1,200 per annum. 


Mr. THomas Eapy HeGues, of Uincoln, Solicitor, has 
been appointed Under-Sheriff for the city of Lincoln, Mr. 
T. E. Hughes is a son of the Mayor of Lincoln. 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 





THe MartuoroucH Estates, 


Sir,—I have readin the Times an interesting extract 
from your journal respecting the statutory settlement of 
the estates granted to the great Dukes of Marlborough and 
Wellington respectively. Will you allow me to supplement 
it by saying that, as the Duke of Marlborough presents a 
white flag with three fleur-de-lys, so the Duk» of Wel- 
lington presents the tri-colour flag of modern France ? 
Allow me also to suggest (subject to correction) that as 
these estates are held by presentation of certain small 
articles, viz., the flags in question, and not by personal 
service, the tenure is not grand, but petit, serjeantry. 

London, Nov. 9. A DescENDANT OF MARLBOROUGH, 
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The following solicitors have been elected mayors of 
boroughs for the ensuing year :— Mr. John Smith, Derby; 
Mr. Edward Wates, Gravesend; Mr. Charles Leadbitter 
Hughes, Lincoln; Mr. John Osborne Swectham, King’s 
Lynn; Mr. John Jones, Oswestry; Mr. Miles Mynes, 
Preston (re-elected); Mr. John Loxdale, J. P., Shrewsbury ; 
Mr. William Hickman, Southampton; Mr. Alexander 
George McKenzie, Sunderland; Mr. Charles Alexander 
Adamson, Tynemouth ; Mr. William Dore, Wells, Somerset ; 
Mr. James Clarke Owen, Wrexham; and Mr. Richard 
Joynes Emmerson, Sandwich, Kent. 

Court or QueEy’s Bexcu.—Mr. James Winning has 
succeeded to the office of Queen’s Coroner and Attorney, 
in the place of Mr. T. Norton, resigned ; and Mr. Frederick 
Cockburn has taken the ylace of Master, vacated by 
Mr. Winning. The salary of each office is at £1200 per 
annum. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LIVERPOOL LAW SOCIETY. 

The annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool was held on Wednesday at the Law Association 
Rooms, Cook-street, Mr. F. D. Lowndes in the chair. 

The committee in their report state that ia presenting 
their annual report they had to congratulate the members 
upon the continued prosperity of the society. At the closa 
of the last session the society numbered 195 members. 
During the year five new members had been elected, and 
the society had to regret the loss by death of six of the 
members, viz :—Mr. Edward Draper (Prescot), Mr. John 
Eden, Mr. Henry Forshaw, Mr. George Lloyd, Mr. Joseph 
Mason, and Mr. T. B. Collier. The report proceeded as 
follows :— 

During the past year Mr. J. K. Blair, one of the judges 
of the Liverpool County Court, was compelled by failing 
health to resign the office which he had so long and so ably 
filled. The committee thought this a favourable oppor- 
tunity of again urging upon the Government the desira- 
bility of requiring his successor to reside in or near the 
district, so that one of the judges might at all times be 
accessible in cases of emergency. ‘The Government ap- 
pointed Mr. T. P. E. Thompson to the vacancy caused by 
Mr. Blair's retirement, and Mr. Thompson has taken up his 
residence within the district. The committee have urged 
upon the judges of the County Court the necessity of making 
some arrangement for the division of the varied business of 
the court. The committee consider that one of the regis- 
trara, and a competent staff of clerks and assistants, should 
devote their whole time to bankruptcy, admiralty, and 
equity, and that, for the greater convenienco of the profes- 
sion, all this business should be transacted at the old Bank. 
ruptey Court, which is still under lease to the Government, 
and which affords ample accommodation, pending the erec- 


tion of newcounty court buildings. A deputation accord- 


inz'y waited upon Mr. Serjeant Wheeler, and the views of 
the committee were fully stated to him. We acquiesced in 
the proposed arrangement, but considered that no change 
could be made without the sanction of the Lord Chancellor, 
The committee, therefore, wrote to the then Lord Chance!- 
lor, who replied that he considered the proposed arrange- 
ment a reasonable one, and that he had forwarded the letter 
of the committee to Mr. Serjeant Wheeler with an intima- 
tion to that effect. ‘The letter of the Lord Chancellor was 
communicated to the County Court judges, who have re- 
plied that after giving the matter their full consideration and 
admitting that advantages might result from a separation 
of such matters from those of the other departments of the 
County Court, they think that so long as Liverpool remains 
without a building in which the entire business of all the 
departments can be carried on, it is not practicable to make 
the proposed change withcut producing greater inconve- 
nience that any which would be remedied by it. Great com- 
plaints have been made by various members of the profes- 
sion as to the difficulty of getting money out of court. The 
Treasury have refused to allow the opening of an account 
at the Branch Bank of England, at Liverpool, in the name 
of the District Registrar, consequently, application has to 
be made, at considerable cost, through agents in London, 
before any money can be received out of court. The Com- 
mittee consider that thisis at variance with the spirit of the 
Act, and have endeavoured to get an alteration made, sanc- 
tioning the opening of an account in Liverpool, and the 
matter is now under the consideration of the Treasury. 
Since the last annual report was presented to the society, 
the second report of the Judicature Commission has been 
issued. It is chiefly concerned with the working of the 
County Courts ; but also to come extent deals with the 
interlocutory business of the Supreme Court, and with the 
assiz’s. It proposes to abolish the distinction between the 
County Courts and the superior courts, so that the County 
Courts should become a mere department or branch of the 
proposed Supreme or High Court, which according to the 
first report of the commision, is to take the place of the 
present superior courts of law and equity. The County 
Courts, both in the country and ia the metropolis, 
are to be concentrated at convenicnt centres for each 
district, where the judge should be ordinarily found 
with other places at which he should be required to 
hold courts, and the judge is to have power t> hold a court 
for the trial of any particular case at any place within his 
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circuit. It further proposes to enable the registrar to deal 
with cases not exceeding £5 ; to abolish the banking sye- 
tem ; and that all fees should be payable in stamps. Each 
district is to have two registrars, one of whom shall visit, 
during short intervals, the various towns in the district at 
which County Courts shall be required to be held, but at 
important places it is conceded that more than two registrars 
will probably be required. ‘The registrarg are to be paid 
by salary ; to be appointed by the Lord Chancellor, and 
not by the judges; and not to engage in private practice. 
The changes will obviously enable a great reduction to be 
made in the number of judges and registrars, which, however, 
the commissioners propose should be made gradually, in 
order to avoid claims for compensation. By the proposed 
conversion of the County Courts into branches of the 
Supreme Court, the registrars will become officers of the 
Supreme Court, and it is consequently proposed to sweep 
away all local courts, inclusive of the Courts of Chancery 
and Common Pleas of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
and the Couit of Passage of the borough of Liverpool. ‘The 
business of the district registries of the Probate Court is to 
be transferred to the local registries of the County Courts. 
On this point, however, the views of the commissioners are 
not satisfactory, as they altogether deny the utillity of 
local ard inferior courts of civil jurisdiction, saying that if 
they did not exist no one would think of establishing them ; 
and that no one now proposes to establish at Birmingham, 
for example, such a court as the Lord Mayor's Court of 
London, the Court of Passage at Liverpool, or the Salford 
Hundred Court at Manchester. As to the local registries of 
the Courts of Chancery and Common Pleas of Lancaster, all 
that is said is that the abolition of these special registries 
will give rise to no difficulty, as the registrars sitting at the 
respective central courts will have jurisdiction over such 
interlecutory and other business in the High Court as shall 
be assigned to them by general rules. It is obvious that 
the public of Liverpool and Manchester can never be advised 
by the society to surrender, not only the Court of Passage 
and the Salford Hundred Court, but also the ancient 
superior courts of common law and equity, belonging to the 
County Palatine, without an absolute security that cqual 
facilities for local transaction of business shall be giver 
under the new system, As the report stands, the whole 
matter is left to be dealt with by rules and orders. As to 
the remainder of the report, it is recommended that re- 
modelled Cuunty Courts should bave exclusive jurisdiction 
both in contract and tort up to £50, but that suits to any 
amount may be brought there subject to a power of :emoval. 
It is recommended that there should be four sittings in each 
year, both at Liverpool and Manchester, for the trial of 
civil causes, brought in the Supreme Court, and that the 
duration of these sittings should not be limited, nor should 
it be necessary for the same judge to be in attendance 
during the whole of each sitting, and that there should be 
power for two or more judges to sit at the same time when 
that course may be deemed more convenient. ‘I hese facili- 
ties are considerably less than what have been contended 
for by your committee, and appear to them to be insufficient. 
The general tendercy of the changes proposed by the com- 
missioners will undoubtly be beneficial; but considerable 
watchfulness will be needed, on the part of the soziety, to 
see that none of the advantages now possessed should be 
surrendered without perfect security that equal or superior 
facilities will be afforded by any measure that may be 
brought into Parliament to carry out the recommendations 
of the commissioners, 

The CuainMan, in roving the adoption of the report, 
expressed his regret that death had made sad havoc amongst 
them, and they lost in that respect more than they gained 
by the acquisition of new members. Ho could not help 
referting to the death of one of their number who was held 
in the highest esteem and respect by all the profession, he 
alluded to the late Mr. Eden. He was sure that no one 
who had the pleasure of his acquaintance would ever forget 
the kind and genial manner in which the deceased gentleman 
treated all the young men in the profession, and he tiusted 
that his example would be followed by those who succeeded 
to his name in the eminent profession with which he had 
been so long distinguished. It was to be regretted that 
many resignations had taken place, and amongst others, he 
might mention the retirement of their friend Mr. Ellis, who, 
they would all be fglad to learn, bad left the profession 
after 37 yoars of hard work, in full possession of all his 


faculties and powers, and that he hoped to end his days , 








in that repose which he had so well earned. He could not 
help drawing attention to the fact that they were losing 
three of their most active young men by retirement from 
the profession in Liverpool. ‘They were losing Mr. F- 
Archer, Mr. W. Bushby, and Mr. J. M. Moss, twoof ghom 
were distinguished at the university, the third being Kiown. 
amongst them as an active business man. They were 
thankful that the profession was not losing the latter, but 

that he was removing to London. He trusted that each of 
the three gentlemen to whom he had alluded would always 
entertain the same kiudly feeling towards the profession as 
was entertained fur them. With respect to Mr. Archer, he 

thought it a very great advantage to the profession that he 

had joined the press. ‘The press of this country was too 
much in the hands of the bar, and they believed that 
attorneys saw the aspect of questions in a tctally different 
light from the bar, because they saw them from what he 
might call the domestic platform, rather than from a bench 
view. Therefore it was that they believed Mr. Archer's 
connection with the press would be of great service to them. 
One thing he could not help remaking was this—that one 
of the defects of the local press had been that while it gave 
great prominence to the decisions of County Court judges and 
police magistrates and published their jokes, judicious ox 
otherwise, it too frequently happened that decisions of very 
great importance in the superior courts did not fiad a place 
in the columns of the local newspapers. He was sure that 
that defect would be cured so far as their friend, Mr. Archer, 
could cure it. After alluding to the satisfactory manner 
in which the course cf law lectures kad gone off, and 
expressing a hope that the places of those who had 
gone would be filled by the young men of promise who had 
attended those lectures, the Chairman went on to say 

that the legislation of the last session had not been of such a 
character as to demand their attention. Still he could not 
refrain from alluding to a matter which did not appear to. 
have attracted that attentioa which it deserved. A Lill was 
brought in for constituting tribunals of commerce ; it was 
of a very sweeping character, for it proposed to hand over 

to county courts the whole of the mercantile questions of 
the country, and the exclusion of all superior courts of equity 
and admiralty. It contained a clause authorising parties to 
appear by solicitor or counsel, and upon thut point the com- 
mitte seemed to have had very great doubts whether they 
would allow it. ‘The committee reported in 1858, and again. 
at the expiry of the sessicn of 1871. He could not help. 

calling attention to one or two matters in the report, because 

they pointed to conclusions that they had pressed upon the 
Government. ‘The report says:—‘‘ In further pursuing the 
inquiry, your committee have examined several witnesses, 

who, from their position and connections, were competent 

to express the views generally entertained by the com- 

mercial classes respecting the present state of the judicial 
system in this country, and your committee have come to 
the conclusion that general dissatisfaction exists amongst 
the mercantile community at the manner in which justice 
is administered in commercial cases by the superior courte. 
‘This dissatisfaction may be ascribed to the fullowing causes : 

—Delay in the progress of the cause; expense in the 
preliminary procedure and in the trial ef the cause; the 
difficulty of bringing the real question in dispute before the 
court in a satisfactory manner ; the frequent inability of the 
court to try the cause, and the consequent reference of it to 
arbitration; the inefticiency, delay, and expense of the 
arbitration to which the cause is remitted.” ‘The report. 
further went on to say :—“ Nor can it be doubted that the 
uncertainty, difficulty, and expense of pursuing a just de- 

mand in the superior courts deter many pesons from resort- 
ing to the courts for redress, and that thereby commercial 
morality is seriously undermined, and discreditable traders 
are encouraged to repudiate their engagements, or to exocute 

them in a dishonest manner. Your committee have not 
thought it necessary to enter into a minute examination of all 

the details of the procedure and cost of litigation in particular 
cases, to ascertain in what manner the feeling of the com- 

mercitl community adverse to the superior courts has 
grown up, because it appears to them that, whatever may 
be the theoretical excellence of the rules of procedure and 

the apparent moderation of the scale of costs, the opinion 

of the general public has arisen from their experience of 
practical results on which that judgment is formed. It 
may be urged in vindication of the existing system that 
questions in dispute are examined and determined with 
the utmost care and deliberation, and that the courts are 








52 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, Nov. 16,1872, 








enabled to lay down rules of law which constitute the com- 
mercial code of the country, and become of the greatest 
service to the mercantile community ; but however valuable 
this consequence may be to the commercial classes in gen- 
eral, it seems to your committee to be no sufficient reason 
for imposing upon individuals who merely require a speedy 
decision of some particular dispute that may have arisen in 
their commercial dealings the delay and expense of protrac- 
ted and costly litigation.’ Then the committee went on to 
recommend the establishment of tribunals of commerce, 
and afterwards this clause appeared :—“ Your committee 
think unadvisable to exclude altogether the intervention of 
professional legal agents. ‘They would therefore recom- 
mend that counsel and attorneys should be admitted to 
assist the parties, without superseding their personal atten- 
dance, as your committee are of opinion that in the greater 
mumber of cases the tribunal would be able to 
dispose of the complaint on the first appearance 
of the partics, by unravelling the cause of dis- 
pute and suggesting a fair and reasonable ad- 
justment of their differences, without even resort- 
ing toa formal decision; and that in many other cases 
the tribunal would be enabled to decide on the admitted 
facts whilst they were fresh in the recollection of the dispu- 
tants.” Upon the face of that report a bill was presented 
last session, and at the end of July last Mr. Vernon Harcourt 
brought forward a number of complaints with respect to the 
proposed measure of law reform ; aud having made a motion 
upon the subject, he was repliedto by Mr. Gladstone, who 
said that, ‘‘ Understanding that his hon. and learned friend 
intended to divide, he (Mr. Gladstone) wished to give 
reasons why it would be impolitic to adopt his motion. It 
asserted that the administration of the law under the exist- 
ing system was costly, dilatory, and inefficient. This 
might be true, and was deserving of inquiry ; but lay 
members of the house must feel that their acquaintance 
with the subject did not justify them in passing such a 
sweeping condemnation.” Now he found that—which he 
was not aware of ut the time, and which probably they 
were not—the report of the committee condemning their 
system was then on the table of the house, and that the 
committee, whose report he had just alluded to, consisted of 
a very large number of mercantile gentlemen. It consisted 
of Lord Frederick Cavendish, Messrs. Ayrton, Norwood, 
Morley, Birley, Akroyd, T. Hughes, Hick, A. Brown, Mellor. 
Seely (jun.), H. Feildon, Monk, Gourley, and Whitwell; 
and on looking through the division list, he was rather sur- 
prised to find that Mr. Whitwell voted against Mr. Vernon 
Harcourt’s motion, although he signed the report, which 
stated that the administration of the law under the existing 
system was costly, dilatory, and ineflicient. Ile ventured to 
make those remarks, because one of the matters discussed 
in their report had been the question of the first and second 
report of the Judicature Commission, and it seemed to him 
that if the first and second reports were carried out, the 
tribunals of commerce would be quite unnecessary, After 
alluding in similar terms as the 1eport did to the resignation 
of Mr. Blair, and to the importance of the Admiralty and 
bankruptcy portions of the business of the County Court 
being conducted in a separate and distinct building, Mr. 
Lowndes said that the present County Court building was 
simply a disgrace to the country. It was originally con- 


structed for one judge, and the offices connected with it | 


were now totally inadequate for the business transacted 
there. He should not refer to the grievous complaints 
against the Admiralty registrar, for reasons which they would 
appreciate, neither did he intend to say anything further 
about the Judicature Commission, still he thought that one 
clause ought to be added to their report. It stated that— 
“* As to the local registries of the Courts of Chancery and 
Common Pleas of Lancaster, all that is said is that the 
abolition of these special registries will give rise to no 
difficulty, as the registrars sitting at the respective central 


courts will have jurisdiction over such interlocutory and | 


other business in the high court, as shall be assigned to 
them by general rules.” In the second report of the 
Judieature Commission the following passage occurs :— 
*« The interlocutory and other like business to be conducted 
by the registrars at Liverpool, and some other large places, 
would doubtless be very considerable both in extent and 
importance. Having regard to this circumstance and to the 
difference in the duties which the registrars will have to 
perform in different districts, it would seem desirable that 
more experienced and more highly remunerated officers 








should be appointed for some districts than for others.” He 
thought that if that clause were added to the report it 
would answer what he might term the unanswerable 
objections to the omission which the report pointed to; 
and he trusted they would not object to the intro- 
duction of that clause, which he thought ought to be added 
in justice to tae Judicature Commission. With respect to 
the proposed permanent fund for the endowment ofa law 
school, it was his duty to tell them that Lieut-Colonel Ste- 
ble, who had retired from the profession, had given a dona- 
tion of 100 guineas towards such an object, and that his 
example had been followed by Mr. Tyrer and by Mr. 
Atkinson, their excellent vice-president, each of whom had 
given a similaramount. He knew that their profession was a 
very poor one, and that they had to work exceedingly hard 
for what they made; indeed they were the only body of 
working men who had not struck, but they live1 in hopes 
of better times. Still there were some gentlemen om 1 
them who had been blessed with good fortune, and he did 
hope that they would show their appreciation of their pro- 
fession by coming forward and joining with those who 
had given the donations already mentioned, and thus 
enabling the committee either to permanently endow a law 
school, to improve the library, or to found scholarships, 
After stating that the financial position of the society was 
satisfactory, he concluded by moving the adoption of the 
report, together with the addition suggested by himself. 

This was seconded by Mr. Banner and agreed to, and 
after some formal business had been disposed of, votes of 
thanks were passed to the committee, to the hon. secretary 
(Mr. Kenyon), and to the chairman, after which the pro- 
ceedings terminated. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this Society at the Law Institution on 
Tuesday last, the question discussed was No. 503 Legal :— 
“A., having vested in him a power of appointment by deed 
in favour of one or more of his children, remainder in 
default of appointment to his first and other scons in tail 
male executes such power by will in favour of C., the 
younger of his two sons. Will equity aid the defective 
execution of the power as against the elder son being the 
first remainderman who is left totally uuprovided for by 
the will ?” Mr. Woodman (for Mr. Hills) opened the debate 
in the affirmative, in which side the question was decided 
by a majority of two votes. 
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—— 


HINDU AND MAHOMMEDAN LAW, AND LAWS IN 
FORCE IN BBITISH INDIA. 
Michaclnuas Term, 1872. 

Examination of Students of the Inns of Court, held at 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 28th and 29th of October, 
1872. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to 
Thomas Joseph Greenfield, Gray’s-inn; James Keith Gros- 
jean, Ardesheer Byramjee Kapadia, Samuel Archibald 
Locke, Arthur Daniel Pollen, Jam¢s Hermann De 
Ricci, Patrick Danlop Shaw, William Young, Middle 


| Temple ; Pokala Venkatakrishnama Naida, Iyah Cumbum- 


pati Sabapathi, George Serrell, Arthur Weekes, Lincoln’s- 
inn, Esqs., certificates that they have satisfactorily passed 
an examination in the subjects above mentioned. 


GENERAL EXAMINATION OF THE INNS OF COURT. 
Michaelinas Term, 1872. 

General Examination of Students of the Inus of Court, 
held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 30th and 31st October 
and Ist November, 1872. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to George 


| Serrell, Lincoln’s-inn, a studentship of fifty guineas per 


annum, to continue for a period of three years; to Edward 
Denny Fairfield, Inner Temple, an exhibition of twenty- 
five guineas per annuin, to continue for a period of three 
years ; to Christopher Venn Childe, Inner Temple, William 
Douglas Edwards, Lincoln’s-inn, and James Mulligan, 
Gray’s-inn, certificates of honour of the first class ; and to 


} Henry Bell, George Brooke, Kishovi Mohan Chatterjea, 
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William Croasdill, Edward Arthur Dann, William Erskine, 
Clement William Govett, William Alexander Lindsay, 
Robert Bovell Neblett, Arthur Daniel Pollen, William 
Jamieson Soulsby, Middle Temple ; Arthur Bovell, Fitzroy 
Francis Booker Cowper, Thomas Colpitis Granger, James 
Winterbottom Hamilton, George Frederick Holroyd, Pear- 
son Robert Irvine, George Jamieson, Charles Agnew Turner, 
Inner Temple ; Fendall Currie, George William Melville 
Dale, Arthur Houssemayne Du Boulay, William Austen 
Leigh, Charles Willam Pinkstan Overend, William Edward 
Sanger, Lewis Charles Sales, Arthur Weekes, Edward 
Albert Wurtzburg, Lincoln’s-inn, Esqs., certificates that 
they have satisfactorily passed a public examination. 





=—= 


COURT PAPERS. 

I, the Right Honourable Roundell, Baron Selborne 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do, under the 
powers vested in me by the County Court Rules, hereby 
order that the Offices of the County Courts may be closed 
on the Twenty-sixth, Twenty-seventh, and ‘l'wenty-eighth 
days of December, 1872. 

Given under my hand this Ninth day of November, 
1872. SELBORNE, C, 








COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

This Court will, on Tuesday, the 26th, and Wednesday, 
the 27th days of November instant, hold sittings, and will 
proceed in disposing of the cases in the New Trial, Spe- 
cial, and Crown Papers, and auy other matters then pend- 
ing, and will give judgment in cases standing for judgment, 
and will also hold a sitting on Friday, the 6th day of De- 
cember next, for the purpose of giving judgments only. 

THE WINTER CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 

The following are the days and places fer holding the 
forthcoming Winter Assizes : —- 

Circuit No. 1.—MELLor and Lusna, JJ. 
Manchester, Saturday, Nov. 30; Liverpool, Tuesday, 
Dec. 10. 





Circuit No. 2.—Picorr, B. 
Leeds, Saturday, Nov. 30; Derby, Tuesday, Dec. 10. 


Circuit No. 3.—Denman, J. 
Stafford, Monday, Dec. 2; Durham, Tuesday, Dec. 10. 
Circuit No. 4.—Bytks, J. 
Winchester, Monday, Dec. 2; Maidstone, Saturday, Dec. 7; 
Lewes, Friday, Dec. 13. 
Circuit No. 5.—BramweE tt, B. 
Gloucester. Monday, Dec. 9; Worcester, Thursday, Dec. 12; 
Warwick, Monday, Dec. 16. 


On Circuit No. 1 the last day of the sittings at Liverpool 
will be Monday, the 23rd of December, and all causes 
not then disposed of will be made remanets till the Spring 
Assizes. 


MIDDLE TEMPLE GRAND DAY. 

Thursday being grand day at the Middle Temple the 
Society entertained the Premier, the Lord Chanceller, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Her Majesty’s Judges, and 
others at dinner. The Treasurer of the Inn, Sir Thomas 
Chambers, M.P., Q.C., presided, having on his right Dr. 
Vaughan, Master of the Temple. The guests were the 
Lord Chancellor, Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Lowe, Sir James 
Colvile, the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Common Pleas, the Lord Chief Baron of the 
Exchequer, the Lords Justices James and Mellish, Mr. 
Justice Denman ; the Treasurer of Lincoln’s-inn, Mr. B. S. 
Follett, Q.C. ; the Treasurer of the Inner Temple, Mr. W. 
Forsyth, Q.C.; the Treasurer of Gray’s-inn, Mr. James 
Whishaw; the Under-Treasurer of the Middle Temple, 
Mr. C. Shaw ; Mr. C. Gilpin, M.P., the Hon. G. C. Norton, 
Sir Thomas Dakin, the Rev. Newman Hall, &. Among 
the Masters of the Bench present were Sir Lawrence Peel, 
the Attorney General, Sir John Karslake, Mr. Mundell, 
QC., Mr. St. John Burke, Q.C., Mr. Aspinall, Q.C., Mr, An- 
derson, Q.C., Mr. Pope, Q.C. Mr. C. Clarke, and Sir Thomas 
Henry. Mr. Gladstone in responding to the toast of ‘* Her 














Majesty's Ministers,” paid high compliments to the new 
Lord Chancellor. Lord Selborne, in responding to the toast 
of “the House of Lords,” said that five-and-thirty years sinec 
he began the profession of the bar. During all those years 
he felt happy to say he had lived in friendship and good- 
will with his professional brethren. With regard # the 
House of Lords, of which he was the newest member, he 
might say that it had always appeared to him to be in 
some respects closely associated with that great and learned 
profession which was so well and worthily represented on 
that occasion. In the first place, he believed they had 
contributed more members to the hereditary peerage than 
any profession in the country. Both the House of Lords 
and this profession represented an important principle. 
Both institutions were charged in a striking manner with 
the duty of contributing to preserve the continuity of the 
national life, toreconcile the traditions of the past with 
the wants of the present and the hopes of the future. 
Quoting Wordworth’s lines on piety, he said that what was 
true of the individual was true of the nation. Those 
nations which had cast off their past, which had endea 
voured rudely to sever the present and future from the 
past, had plunged themselves into a sea of anarchy from 
which there appeared to be no escape. Believing, as he 
did, that the existence of such an institution as the House 
of Lords contributed in a great degree to preserve us from 
those disorders to which he had referred, he thought that 
all would agree with him in saying “es/o perpetua.” The 
Lord Chief Justice of England, in returning thanks for 
“The Judges of Westminster Hall,” said, that if in the 
discharge of any arduous and difficult duty he had done that 
which had been satisfactory to the members of his profes- 
sion and to the country, he was abundantly rewarded in 
the knowledge of that satisfaction. In nndertaking to 
discharge the functions which, upon the recommendation 
of her Majesty’s Ministers, the Queen had been pleased to 
put upon him, he had believed that he should have nothing 
to do but to inquire judicially into the simple question 
whether by any shortcoming or oversight on the part of 
the Government this country had made itself liable 
to the American Government ; but to his astonishment he 
found that the past Government of this country and the 
country were aspersed in the bitterest terms. Without fear 
or favour, but with no desire to offend any one, he had 
simply endeavoured to place on record what he believed to 
be a true exposition of the facts upon which the matter 
depended, and if in doing so he had succeeded in vindicat- 
ing the honour of this country and of the past Government 
which ruled it when these question were raised, he should 
be happy that it had fallen to his lot to discharge those 
functions. After alluding gracefully to the retirement of 
Lord Penzance, avd paying a compliment to the new Judge, 
Mr. Justice Denman, who sat near him, the Lord Chief 
Justice referred with an expression of satisfaction to the 
intended elevation of Mr. Archibald to the Bench. 








MR. FITZJAMES STEPHEN ON CODIFICATION. 


In an address delivered before the Social Science Asso- 
ciation on Monday, Mr. Fitzjames Stephen, after de- 
scribing what had been done in India, in the way of 
codification, proceeded to make, as follows, his suggestions 
for this country :—‘‘Of the masses of lawin statutes and 
text books, the amount with which even a lawyer need 
concern himself was comparatively small, but there were 
branches of which every lawyer onght to know the princi- 
ples and details. Every educated man might possess a 
considerable amount of such knowledge. Illustrations of 
this possibility were furnished by the fact that many 
millions of Americans were familiar with the Constitution 
of the United States, because it was drawn up ina form 
which everyone could read and understand, and was cir- 
culated as we circulate the Bible. The Catechism, the Ten 
Commandments, and the Creeds were instances of the same 
thing. The national character of Scotland was moulded by 
the Westminster Confession. What were these but cases of 
codification? And yet there were those who said it was 
idle to attempt to popularise a knowledge of the law. It 
was not difficult to specify the particular branches of law 
that might thus be dealt with. Suppose that we had sta- 
tutes containing expositions of the whole law, whether de- 
rived from statutes, text writers, or decided cases, on the 
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following subjects :—1, Private relations of lifo (husband 
and wife, parent and child, guardian and ward) ; 2, succes- 
sion to property ; 3, landed property ; 4, contract ; 5, wrong ; 
6, trust ; 7, crime ; 8, civil procedure ; 9, criminal procedure ; 
10, evidence ; 11, limitation and prescription. We should 
then have, not indeed a code, but we should have the work- 
ing kernel of the law stated in such a shape that, with the 
necessary amount of sustained industry, anyone might 
acquaint himself with it. If, in addition to this, the pro- 
cess of re-drawing and re-enacting the statutes upon other 
subjects, ina consolidated form and in modern language, 
were steadily carried on, till on each subject there was 
only one Act, the law would be as simple as it conld be 
made. Was there any insuperable difficulty in this under- 
taking? He could see none, if it were seriously taken in 
hand. It would no doubt be a great undertaking. It 
would occupy many years, and would cost a considerable 
amount of money; but the difficulties were by no means 
greater than those of many other great undertakings. 
They were not greater, for instance, than the difficulty of 
draining London, or building new Houses of Parliament, 
or new courts of law, or constructing a system of rail- 
roads. If the 4th and 17th sections of the Statute of 
Frauds had been re-drawn, as they ought to have been 
half a dozen times since they were passed, the law 
would now be as simple as the nature of the case 
permits it to be. An Act on that matter might be 
drawn in a few weeks, which would enable every 
merchant in England to know where he was in regard 
to such matters without asking his laywer. Distinct pre- 

eedents might be found in the Indian Code or the New 

York Code for all the subjects named, except the law of 
landed property, which, on account of its enormous im- 

portance and great difficulty, might well be left to the last ; 

but other subjects might be undertaken at once and com. 

pleted in a few years. A single draughtsman might draw 

the bills faster than Parliameut would be prepared to dis- 
cuss them. The order of precedence was not of much im. 
portance, but he would begin with a code of civil proce- 

dure, partly because the Judicature Commission would 

have drawn up in their first report what would amount to 
instructions to the draughtsman, but much more because 

such a mode would at ounce effect a fusion of law and equity. 

He could see no reason why that course of proceeding by 

which an issue was to be stated and the appropriate 

remedy applied for at the hands of the Court should not 

be the same in all instances, or why every Court should not 

be empowered to grant every remedy. When the law of 

contracts, wrongs, and trusts was codified, it would be ap- 

parent’that the distinction between Jaw and equity was 

mainly one of procedure. If this question were disposed of, 

that of the reorganisation of the Courts might be greatly 

simplified. While the country was considering whether it 

would or would not have the Jaw codified, it was important 

to show by specimens what could be done in this direction 

and what sort of a thing a code would be. The Attorney- 

General, at the meeting of this association at Plymouth, 

Said that ihe Evidence Act for India would facilitate the 

codifying of the law of evidence in this country. To put 

the rules upon this subject into a short, clear, and definite 

shape would be agreat benefit both to thepublic and the pro- 

fession: and the issue whether codification, as such, was 

good or bad, could not be raised in a more pointed manner. 

Mr. Bright asked the Recorder of London to draw a Bill 

defining the offence of murder, and the Recorder's en- 

gagements prevented him completing a task which he 

began and made some progress in. At the Recorder’s 

request, he drew and they jointly settled the Bill 

which Mr. Russell Gurney introduced last Session. That 

codified, in 24 sections, occupying seven or eight pages, the 

law of homicide, which in “ Russell on Crimes” was spread 

over 232 pages; and the Attorney-General who had gone 

carefully through the Bill, considered that it substantially 

embodied the existing law. It rejected the definition 

given 200 years ago that murder was “killing with malice 

aforethought’’ and defined the crithe with reference to the 

intention with which the act causing death was done. Mr. 

Guruey’s duties would probably detain him in America till 

late next Session. His object in introducing the Bill 

last Session was to induce the Government to take it up. 

If they did, and if the Attorney-General brought in an 
Evidence Bil], public attention would be challenged on the 





subject of codification, and the possibility of preparing a code 
would be established. . . . 1t would be impossible to dis- 
cuss Codification Bills as ordinary Bills were discussed in 
Parliament. A popular assembly might as well try to paint 
a picture. But Parliament would not delegate its legisla- 
tive power. He would suggest the appointment of a Com. 
mission to draught Bills, each Bill to be drawn by a single 
person, then considered by the whole body, and then pub- 
lished in the Gazette, with a statement of the objects 
and reasons, for criticism by those likely to give valuable 
opinions. Guided by these, thc Commission should re. 
examine the draught and mould it accordingly. In India 
the Council, consisting of only fifteen members, obtained 
such criticisms through the ten local Governments and 
their officers; and these criticisms were carefully 
considered by committees which sat in _ private. 
The committee of five which considered the criticisms 
on the Criminal Procedure’ Bill sat five, six, and 
seven hours a day for months. Each section was read, and 
the criticisms were referred to and discussed. The num- 
ker of points brought out was surprising, and the value of 
the process could hardly be exaggerated. Jt was out of 
all comparison more searching than a discussion in a popu- 
lar assembly could be. A Bill so sifted should be sub- 
mitted to the Lord Chancellor and the law officers to be 
introduced into Parliament. If they did not adopt it 
they ought to record their reasons, and the whole matter 
should then be made public. We should thus have a per- 
manent body engaged on the work, and we should avoid 
the rock on which so many schemes of law reform had 
split—change of Ministry. It was impossible to obtain 
continuous and systematic law reform from officers 
who could not be sure of their places for a single ses- 
sion, and whose time was occupied by other duties 
In codification the object was not so much to alter the 
law as to give its equivalent in an improved shape. 
Hence, the draughtsman was to a very great extent indeed 
the important person. So long as he was not recognised 
as such, so long as he was an unknown man with no 
authority, no responsibility, no position of his own, we 

should never get really good legislation upon subjects 
of this sort. No man who was fit to draw a code 
would do it merely as the unrecognised servant of some 
politician who was to get all the credit for it. Give to 
each his due. Let the author of the code be its 
author. Let the member of Parliament be what he really 

was, the advocate who pleads its cause; and if he 

refused to plead it, let the public know the reason 

why, and judge who was right and who was wrong. Such 

a system would give us better security for careful draught- 

ing. That it was admirable now was due to the personal 

merits of individuals. The Bills of the Commission 
ought to be referred by either House toa Select Com- 
mittee, which should be attended by the Commissioner 
by whom the Bill was drawn; and when they had gone 

through committee it would be an advantage to refer them 
to the Commission again to be considered simply from 
the dranghting point of view. Such Bills might ran on 
from Session to Session, instead of being required to go 
through all their stages in one Session. Why should not 
Parliament accept Bills thus prepared, vouched for, and 
tested? Its legislative authority would not be trenched 
upon in the slightest degree. It would not be asked to 
delegate an atom of it. It would merely provide means for 
the specially careful preparation of Bills of special import- 
ance, and for the steady prosecution of a great national 
work indepeudently of party chunges. To wait for a gene- 
ral digest before proceeding to a code would be equivalent 
to an indefinite postponement of the whole undertaking. 

We had already the best of digests, A digest made at the 
public expense would take years to plan and execute, and 
it would be out of date by the time it was done, whereas 
text books, which were complete and admirable digests, 
were continually called into being by supply and demand. 
He must protest against the idea that any work of codifica- 
tion could ever be final. Gonstant re-enactment would be 
as necessary as the repairing of a railway. This was the 
answer to the common criticism on codes, that they get 
overrun with commentaries. So would a garden be over- 
yun with weeds if it were not carefully looked after; but 





the use of a gardener was to look after it. Redraw the 
codes so as to embody the comments and we should keep 
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‘them in shape. The criticism itself involved much exag- 


_ geration. 








EXAMINATIONS FOR DEGREES IN LAW AT THE 
UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 

Previously to the year 1867 the degree of LL.B. in the 
University of London was obtainable by a Bachelor of Arts 
of any British University, on passing an examination in 
Stephen’s “‘ Blackstone’ and Bentham’s “Principles of 
Legislation.” 

The Degree of LL.D., on the other hand, could only be 
obtained by a candidate who succeeded in passing a very 
-stringent examination in Common Law, together with some 
other branch of Positive Law, and with either Roman Law 
or some special application of the Principles of Legislation. 
The examinations for these degrees were chiefly conducted 
by Mr. Nassau Senior, with the assistance of Mr Tomlinson 
do Common Law. 

Thus no candidate could obtain a degree in Law, except 
on the condition of having proviously graduated in Arts ; 
and it thus happened that the great mass of law students 
found themselves excluded from taking advantage of the 
facilities for graduation in their own subject afforded by the 
University; whilst the easy terms on which the LL.B. 
degree could be obtained by any graduate in Arts caused it 
to bo sought quite as much by clergymen and dissenting 
ministers, as by those who followed law as a profession. 

The Senate and Convocation of the University, being 
desirous to promote the improvement of education in law on 
the principles which has been already successfully carried 
out in regard to medicine, applied themselves seriously, 
about eight years ago, to the consideration of the best mode 
of effecting this; and after due deliberation, in which Mr. 
Justice Quain, who took a great interest in the subject, and 
the present Solicitor-General participated, it was decided so 
to arrange the curriculum of study and the scheme of 
examination, that any law student might become a candi- 
date for the degree ot LL.B., who had passed the matricula- 
tion Examination in the University ;—this examination, 
which is intended to test the results of a good school educa- 
tion, being also accepted by the Incorporated Law Society 
asa qualification for entering upon articles of clerkship, 
the term of which is shortened by a year in the case of such 
candidates as pass in the first division. 

Candidates for the degree of LL.B. are now required to 
pass two examinations; the first of which embraces Juris- 
prudence, Roman Law, and the Constitutional History of 
England; whilst of the second, the subjects are Common 
Law, certain departments of Equity and Real Properly Law, 
the Law and Principles of Evidence, and a special depart- 
ment of Roman Law. The first of these examinations may 
be passed a year after matriculation; the second at an 
interval of two years after the first. Following each of the 
LL.B. examinations is an examination for Honours; at the 
first, in Jurisprudence and Roman Law, to which is attached 
an Exhibition of £40 a year for two years; at the second, 
in Common Law and Equity, to which is attached a 
scholarship of £50 a year for two years. 

At the examination for the degree of Doctor of Laws every 
candidate is required to pass (1) in Roman Law, (2) either 
in Common Law, Real Property Law, or Equity ; and (3) 
either in International Law, or in Jurisprudence and the 
Principles of Legislation. 

For the conduct of these examinations the fcllowing staf 
of examiners has been constituted :—Jurisprudence, Roman 
Law, International Law, and the Principles of Legislation, 
James Bryce, Esq., D.C.L., and T. Erskine Holland, Esq., 

.C.L., M.A. ;—Common Law and Law of Evidence, Farrer 
Herschell, Esq, Q.C., B.A., and Henry Matthews, Esq , 
QC., M.P., B.A., LL.B;—Equity and Real Property Law, 
Edward Fry, Esq. Q.C., B.A., and Herbert H. Cozens- 
Hardy, Esq., B.A., LL.B. ;—Constitutional History of 
England, Prof. Sheldon Amos, M.A., and Prof. Leonard 
Courtney, M.A. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE ON SCOTCH LAW. 
We extract the following from a speech delivered by 
_ Lord Advocate ata recent meeting of the Scots Law 
Society. 
“Comparing the law of Scotland as it is daily adminis- 
tered in our Supreme Courts with other systems of juris- 
prudence, so fur as my knowledge enables me to make the 











comparison, I have no hesitation in asserting it is at least 
as enlightened as any other, and as well fitted for the prac- 
tical attainment of all those ends for which a system of 
law exists.’’ After commending to his hearers the commen- 
taies of Lord Stair, together with Erekine’s great workfthe 
Commentaries of George Joseph Bell, and Mr. Broome’s 
‘*Tegal Maxims” and ‘‘ Commentaries on the Common 
Law,” his Lordship continued—I pass to another subject, 
which is of more importance to be brought under your no- 
tice, because it has been very much neglected in the educa- 
ion of Scotch lawyers. I refer to the skill which the prac- 
tical lawyer ought to acquire in the way of illustrating 
from a general account or story of a dispute or difference 
the questions which it presents for judicial determination. 
In England this aptitude is acquired or sought to be ac- 
quired in the chambers of a special pleader, whose profession 
it is to ascertain and determine and put into distinct form 
the questions which properly arise out of the full narrative 
of facts submitted to his cousideration It is rarely a very 
easy matter, and frequently attended with the greatest 
difficulty. In Scotland we have given no attention to it 
whatever. In our Courts, the records for pleadings are 
prepared, not by trained and skilled experts, but by coun- 
sel, as part of their ordinary business ; and indeed the pre- 
paration of records is the very first business which is sent to 
young counsel, who have not had the benefit of any pre- 
liminary training in a pleader's chambers. It is not quite 
an easy thing to determine what are the questions ef fact 
and of Jaw which arise upon a full statement of all that each 
party has to say on his own side of the case ; and yet these 
questions must {be accurately determined, and stated 
in such a way as to fix} attention on them, before the 
case can be intelligently considered and decided by the 
Courts of Justice. Those engaged in the daily practice of 
our Courts know that it is nothing uncommon to hear a 
learned and able argument upon a question cither not 
raised at allupon a just consideration of the crse, or not 
necessary to be determined because of s»me other matter 
which overbears and supersedes it. I give the result of my 
own observation when I say that the most material and 
valuable assistance which the bar can affurd to the bench is 
by determining upon right grounds what the questions are 
which the ease on hand raises for decision, by expressing 
these questions with [distinctness and precision, and by 
showing clearly that the facts do raise these questions 
and none others, ‘The record is not made to serve its pro- 
per and legitimate purpose if so framed as just to lay before 
the Court the whole facts of the case in the same way as 
the disputants have laid them before their professional 
advisers ; and neither the parties nor the Court take any 
benefit from professional assistance ifno more than this is 
done. ‘The preparation of every record ought to bo pre- 
ceded by an intelligent and lawyerlike consideration of the 
questions which the facts raise, and by presenting these, 
and only these, as the questions for investigation, for argu- 
ment, and for decision. 








THE CONDITION OF COURT-HOUSES. 

It has been said that it was not improbable that one of the 
causes which led to the death of Mr. Justice Willes was the 
inadequate ventilation of the courts in which he sat. All 
who have had to pass a few days in succession in ore of our 
ordinary courts will allow that it is possible for the unheal- 
thiness of such places to oppress a highly sensitive brain which 
there was obliged to be in a condition of tension. The fact 
is it is only lately that the vital necessity of ventilation has 
been recognised, or that a building should be of dimensions 
that would not only admit of people being packed in it, but 
that each should have a determined quantity of air-space. 
In most of the public builiings erected during the reigns of 
the Georges these things were liitle attended to. 

But it is not our upper or more important courts alone 
that are in this ill-condition—the inferior courts are often, 
if possible, in a worse. Several of the metropolitan police- 
courts, as regards ventilation, stand below the punishment 
cells of a modern prison. Numbers of the magistrates’ 
courts throughout the country are equally unhealthy, for 
when they were erected so large a number of magistrates 
and other officials to attend them was not anticipated. At 
the Nottinghamshire Michaelmas Sessions, which were held 
last wack, one of the magistrates brought before the Bench 
the present condition of the Mansfield court-house, and this 
we think may be taken as a fair enough sample of many 











56 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Nov. 16,1872, 








other courts. The Mansfield court contains about 420 
superficial feet, and according to the ratio adopted by the 
Education Board for children, ought not to accommodate 
more than forty people. Yet ordinarily there are at least 
ninety, while on such times as the Brewster Sessions as 
many as 210 people somehow contrive to pack themselves 
in the room. It is needless to say that the air is pestilen- 
tial, and so intolerable to those entering from the fresh air, 
that several of the magistrates have declined to again attend 
them. There is no accommodation for solicitors or re- 
porters, and the magistrates in winter have to sit within two 
or three feet of a fire, a cold draught blowing all the while 
cn their heads. The house of the superintendent of police 
is also, we are told, not fit to live in. 

Yet Mansfield is a thriving town, with two lines of rail- 
way, and is soon to have a third, and surrounded by a dis- 
trict rich in iron, coal, and limestone. Under such circum- 
starces it is surely to be expected that those who administer 
justice may do so without risk to their health. We hope 
that under our new Health Bill the superintending officers 
will not be afraid to investigate the condition of the court- 
houses in their districts.— The Architect. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, Nov. 15, 1872. 
3 per Cent. Consvls, 925 Annuities, April,’85 0 
Ditto for Account, Des. 2,923 | Do.(Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 18§ 
3 per Cent. Reduced 903 Ex Bills,£1000, — per Ct. 4 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 903 Ditto, £500, Do —4 dis 
Do. 33 perCent., Jan. 794 Nitto, £100 & £200, —4 dis 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 | Bank of England Stook, 43 per 
Do.5 per Cent., Jan.’73 | Ct."(last half-year) 243 
Annuities, Jau.’80— | Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
(ndiaStk.,10}pCt.Apr.'74,205 ) Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 1054 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’80 111} Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. '&8 104 Do.Do, 5 per Cent.,Aug.’73 101 

Ditto,ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4por Ct., £1000 24pm 

Xitto Enfaced Ppr.,4per Cent.953) Dittc, ditto, under £1000 
RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 


Paid, Closing Prices. 





Stock Bristol and Exeter } | 113 
Btock Caledonian .....cccocseee nae oul 1104 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western ....00.4 eal 126 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 423 
Stock Great Northern 

Stock) Do., A Srock*.... 

Stock Great Southerr and Western of Ireland 

Stock Great Western—Origitial..,..ccco.sesescceecesseeee 

Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ........000 

Stock London, Brighton, and Soath Coast. 

Stock, London, Chatham, and Dover 

Stock London and North-Western 

Steck London and South Western 

Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and 

Stock Metropolitan ........0+ 
Stock Do., District 

Stock, Midland.......... 


Stock; North British .... 

Stock North Eastern } | 
Stock North London... | 100 | 
Stock North Staffordshire 160 | 
Stock; South Devon ae cnveoece| 200 | 
Block; South-Eastern .rorcersseseseerescocevscesevessersseesen} 100 








Monry Market ANp Ciry INTELLIGENCR. 

Last Saturday witnessed the comparatively unusual oc- 
currence of an intermediate rise in the Bank rate, which 
was then increased from6to7 percent. The exceptionally 
large requirements made by the Continental markets were 
the occasion of this. The result was a sort of mild panic, 
and the various descriptions experienced a smart fall, from 
which they are now recovering rapidly. The Bank propor- 
tion of reserve to liabilities, which last week had increased 
to 353 per cent., has receded to 33, but in the face of 
the powerful effect which Saturday’s rise in the Bank rate 
exercised on the markets, it was not thought necessary to 
raise it further at the weekly Bank meeting. Whether 
or no it will yet reach 8 per cent. is quite an open contin- 
gency. Meanwhile the markets are at present rising. 

The Association of Land Financiers (Limited).—The 
lists of applications for shares will be closed on Wednes- 
day next for London, and on Thursday, the 21st, for the 
country. 





Witt anv Bequests.—The will of the late RightHon, 
Sir James Shaw Willes, one of Her Majesty’s Privy 
Council and one of the Judges of the Court of Common 
Pleas, was proved on the 6th inst. by Dame Helen Willes, 
wid ow, the relict, the sole executrix, under £14,000. With the 
exc eption of his gold watch, which he has left to Mr. George 
Pollock, one of the Masters of the Court of Exehequer, the 
testator has given all his goods and estate, of whatever 
kind, to his wife. The will which is very short, and all in 
the deceased Judge’s handwriting, is dated August 23, 
1857. The will of Mr. Charles Fiddey, of No. 3, Harcourt. 
buildings, Temple, was proved on the 28rd ult. by Mr. Wil. 
liam Pitman,the Rev, Thomas Andrew, and Mr. Henry 
Perkins, the acting executors, the personalty being sworn 
under £80,000. The testator bequeaths the whole of his 
property to his wife, Eliza Maltida Fiddey, for life, and at 
her decease he givesto his son Henry an annuity of £200, 
and the residue to his two daughters, Amelia and Blanche. 
The will and codcil of Robert French Barrett, of No, 8, 
Howard-street, Strand, solicitor, was proved on the 28th ult, 
by Messrs. Frederick Iltid Nicholl, Robert Rutland New. 
man,and Alfred Maples Jeaffreson, the executors. The 
Personal estate is sworn under £120,000. The testator has 
bequeathed to each of his executors a legacy of £100; to 
his sister in-law, Marian Eliza Burnett, £100 ; to her four 
daughters, £50 each; to her son, Frederick Robert 
Burnett, £100 ; to his friend, John Ward Woodfall, £100 ; 
to his friend and clerk, William Weight £100 ; and to the 
other clerks in his office in Carey-street, £100, 15,000 is 
given to his wife, Harrict Burnett, for life, and after her 
death to her children, and in default of children the said 
sum of £15,000 is given to his four nieces and nephew, the 
children of his sister-in-law, Marian Eliza Burnett. The 
residue of his property the testator leaves to his wife abso- 
lutely.—I//ustrated London News. 

Tue Civit Servicr.—Notice is given of an open com- 
petition for two situations—one as clerk in the solicitor’s 
office of the Treasury, and one as clerk in the solicitor’s 
office of the Customs—to be held in London on the 8rd of 
December, 1872, and following days. The salaries of these 
situations are as follow—in the Treasury, £150, rising by 
£15 per annum to £300; in the Customs, £200, rising by 
£10 to £240. The examination will be on the following 
subjects :—Obligatory Subjects.—1. Handwriting: 2. 
Orthography ; 3. Arithmetic, including vulgarand decimal 
fractions ; 4. English composition; 5. Criminal law and 
proceedings before Justices of the Peace; 6. Lawof Evi- 
dence ; 7. Common law procedure and practice; 8. Ele- 
ments of conveyancing. Optional Subjects.—9. Geography ; 
10. English history; 11. Latin; 12. French or German ; 
13. Mercantile bookkeeping ; 14. Equity and practice of 
the Courts; 15. Bankruptcy and practices of the Court. 
A fee of £2 will be required from each candidate attending 
the examination. No candidate will be elligible whose 
age on the first day of the examination is less than twenty 
or more than thirty. 


Tue Rey. Mr. Watson.—We understand that the Rev. 
Mr. Watson, whose capital sentence for the murder of 
his wife was commuted to imprisonment for life, has 
shown no signs whatever of unsoundness of mind whilein 
prison.—Lritish Medical Journal. 


At the Common Council, on Thursday, the Chairman of 
the Local Government and Taxation Committee, presented 
a report, stating that in the opinion of the Committee it is 
desirable that a Tribunal of Commerce should be established 
in the City of London, and recommending that the neces- 
sary Parliamentary notices be given accordingly The 
report was adopted, in order to the Parliamentary notices 
being given, but on the distinct understanding that the 
Court would be at liberty to discuss the whole question of 
the policy of such a tribunal at its next meeting 


Women IN Virornia 1x 1776 —Parton finds this among 
the statutes of Virginia in 1776:—“ Whereas oftentimes 
many babbling women often slander and scandalize their 
neighbours for which their poore husbands are often brought 
into chargeable snd vexatious suites, and caste in greate 
damages: Bee it therefore enacted by the authority afore- 
said, thut in actions of slander, occasioned by the wife as 
aforesaid, after judgment passed for the damages, the woman 
shall be punished by ducking, and if the slander be so 
enormous as to be adjudged at a greater damage than five 
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ducking for each five hundred pounds of tobacco adjudged 
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hundred pounds of tobacco, then the woman to suffer a 


inat the husband, if he refuses to pay the tobacco.” — 


gal Opinion. 


BI&THS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATAS. 
BIRTHS. 
BaytEy—On Nov. 11, at Beulah House, Ealing, the wife of 
Edmond K. Bayley, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 
FarquHar— On Nov. 13, at Clyde House, Abergavenny, the 
wife of James H. Farquhar, solicitor, of a daughter. 
Harrison—On Nov. 1, at Paris, the wife of Cartmell Harrison, 
Esq., of 68, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, of a daughter. 
LakE—On Nov. 9, at the Grove, Highgate, the wife of Ben- 
jamin Greene Lake, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a son. 
DEATHS. 
Ler—On Nov. 4, at Red Cliff, Kinver, Staffordshire, Thomas 
Yate Lee, barrister-at-law, J.?., aged 53. 
LrEMAN—On Nov. 11, Joseph Leeman, solicitor, late of Dartford, 
Kent, aged 72. 
OstER—On Nov. 10, at 25, St. Peter’s-street, Islington, Charles 
James Osler, late Chairman of the United Law Clerks’ 
Society, aged 38 years. 











LONDON GAZETTES, 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, Noy. 8, 1872. 
LimiTeD UN CUANCERY. 

Regent Club (Limited).—Vice-Chance!lor Malins has, by an order dated 
Sept 6, appointed Hy Arthur Dabois, 2, Gresham bidg s, Basinghall st, 
to be official liquidator. Crediters are required, on or before Dec 5, 
to send their names ard addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims to the above. Monday, Dec 16 at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Tuxspay, Nov. 12, 1872. 
LIMIVED IN CHANCERY, 

Joint National Agency (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented 
Nov 11, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor] Malins, on Friday, 
Nov 22. Woollacott and Leonard, Gracechureh st, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Robert Cook and Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Nov 8, directed to be heard before the Master of tie Rolls, on 
Saturday, Nev 23, Pilgrim and Peilips, Chureh ct, Lothbury ; agents 
for Smith and Hinde, Sheltield, sclicitors for the petitioner 

Tyne Chemical Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented 
Nov 11, directed to be heard be‘ore the Master of the Rolls on Noy 23, 
Hoyle, Cannon st; agent for Hoyle and Co, Newcastle-upoa-Tyne, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Noy. 8, 1872, 
Clwydian Bencyolent Friendly Society, Chirk Castle Arms Inn, Denbigh. 


ov | 
Loyal Union Friendly Society, Castle Inn, Cholmondeley, Cheshire. 
Oct 28 
St Ann’s Sunday and Day Schools’ Sick and Burial Friendly Society, St 
Ann’s Church Schools, Warrington. Oct 25 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Nov, 8, 1872, 
Bie), Maria, Beaulieu, Hants, Spinster. Dec 2. Gray v Warner, V.C. 
Wickens. Newman and Co, Cornhill 
Doggett, Mary, Cambridge, Widow. Dec 9. Harvey v Standley, V.C. 
Bacon. Whitehead, Cambridge 
Donaldson, Geo Hay, Gt Winchester st, Merchant. Nov 30. Eden- 
borough v Donaldson, V.C. Malins. Brownlow, Bedford row 
Owen, John Fultord, Ridgway O:ks, Eufield, Esq. Dec 2. Sandilands 
v Owen, V.C. Malins. Symesancd Co, Fenchurch st 
Patten, Eliz, Cannington, Somerset, Spinster. 2c 6. Saunders v 
Peren, V.C. Malins. Kir gsford and Dorman, Essex st, Strand 
Samuel, Horatio Simon, Gloucester pl, Portman sq, Esq. Dec 21, 
Bennett » Samuel, V.C. Malins, Kearsey, Old Jewry 
Steward, Artlur Simeon, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Woollen Draper. Dec 
2. Steward v Nurse, M.R. Fyre and Co, John st, Badford row 
Whiteside, Edwd, Manch, Taitor, Nov 23. Butcher » Whiteside, 
Registrar, Preston District 
Woollaston, Geo, Sewardstone rd West, Victoria pk, Writer. Dec 9. 
a v Wooilaston, V.C. Malins, Davidsons and Co, Basing - 
all st 
Togspay, Noy. 12, 1872, 
Elliott, Geo, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Coal Weigher. Dec 6. Howes v 
Mace, V.C. Bacon. Cotterton, Gt Yarmouth 
Gates, John, Homelands, West Grinstead, Sussex,Gent. Janl. Byass 
v Holman, V.C. Bacon, Edmunds, St Bride’s avenue, Fleet st 
Kennard, Mary Anne, Porchester ter, Hyds pk, Widow. Dec 10, Ken- 
nard v Kennard, M.R. Collette, Lincoln’s ina fields 
Lyde, Eliz, Paignton, Devou, Spinster. , Dec 4, Rockett v Lyde, M.R. 
Eastley, Paignton é 
Newton, Wm, Putney, Wine Merchant. D2e 20. Gill v Wilson, V.C. 
Malins. White, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Oskes, Wim, Flanshaw, York, Worsted Spinner, Dac6. Oakes v Oakes, 
V.C. Malins, Stewart and Son, Wakefield 
Weguelin, Join Chris Kees, Strathedon Villa, Campbell rd, Croydon 
West. Dee 6, Dicketts'y Weguelin, V.0. Wickens, Wordsworth 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Nov. 8, 1872. 


Arter, Ellen Harris, Bath, Widow. Dec 25. Little and Little, Bath 


Asterley, Hy, Vermeir Bank, Liwyntidman, Salop, Timber Merch@ht. 
Dec 10, Pughe, Lilanfyllin 

Buirnard, John, Gt Dunmow, Essex, Grocer. Dac 5. Wade and 
Knocker, Gt Dunmow 

Bennett, Geo John, Brisbane, Queensland, Captain 2nd West India 


Reg. Jan5. Walker and Martineau, Kings rd, Gray’ siun 
= Jas, Southport, Lancashire, Gent, Jan 31. Sale and Co, 
anc 
Blandy, Fredk, Huugerford, Berks. Farmer. Des 31. Astley 
Hungerford 
Bonham, Robert, Swaliowfield, Vest Wilts, Farmer. Dec 25. Rising, 


Reading 
Bull, Rev Elijah Serle, Colchester, Essex. Nov 30. Smith, Colchester 


Bult, Jas Philip, St John’s Wood rd, Esq. Dee 5. Twist, Blomfield st, 
Paddington 


Carter, Dan], Woolsinzton, Northumberland, Butler, Dec 28. 
Clayton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Catterall, Pheniah, Starcross, Devon, Widow. Dec 1. Sole, 


Cheltenham 

Chadwick, Edmund, Oldham, Lancashire, Gont. Nov 30. Ryley, 
Bolton 

Clark, John Wm, Belbins, nr Romsey, Hants, Gent. Jan 1. Perkins, 
Southampton 

Clark, Maryanne Emily, Bournemouth, Hants. Dec 15. Prideaux 
and Son, Foster lane 

Clarke, Edwd Palmer, Wymondham, 
Whites and Co, Wyrnmendhan 

Collier, Sir Edwd, Blockiey, Worcester, Admiral. Jan 1. Hallett, 
Liecoln’s inn fields 

Fesenmeyer, John Fredk Win, Gt James st, Bedford row, Solicitor. Dez 
31. Fesenmeyer, Gt James st 

Foy, Wm, Paulton’s sq, Chelsea, Gent. Dec 21. Finch, Clifford's inn, 
Fleet st 

Grohe, Jas, Wigmore st, Cavendish sq, Watch Manufacturer. Dec 31. 
Palmer and Co, Trafalgar sq, Charing Cross 

Hastings, Rt Hon Rev Delaval Loftus, Lord, Melton Constable, Nerfolk, 
Jan 5. Young and Co, Fredrick’s place, Old Jewry 

Hoppe, John, Bishopsgate st Witnout. Vee 13. Carpeater and Son, 
Brabant ct, Philpot lane 

Jackson, Thos Dixon, Siaidburn, York, Surgeon. Dec 24, Clark and 
Ozlethorp, Lancaster 

Jessup, John, Eye, Suffolk, Farmer. Dec7. Lawtorand Warnes, Eye 
Lotherington, Caroline, Priory rd, Kilburn, Spinster. Dec 12. Keays, 
Charles st, St James’ 

Lotherington, Join, Priory rd, Kilburn. 
St James’ 

Martin, David Ross, Colon, Panima. Fib 3. Flax, East India avenue 
Neyland, Wm, Newport, lof W, Clerk. Jan 1. Perkins, Southamp- 


Norfolk, Solicitor. Jan 1. 


Dee 12, Keays, Charles st, 


ton 
Parker, Wm Phillips, Bedford,Gest. Dec 5. Nicholson and Co, Lime 


st 
Powell, Thos, Michaelstone-y-vedw, Monmouth, Farmer. Dee 31. 
Farr and Wade, Newport 
Pryce, Thos, Pentrerhendyn, Montgomery, Farmer. Dee. 20. Williams 
and Gittins, Newtown 
Vyner, Robt, (Gautby, and not Cantby, as in Gazette of Nov !), Hall, 
‘Lincola. Esq. Dec 12. Bennett and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Whittle, Wm, York, Gent. Feb 5. Rixon and Sen, Gracechureh st 
Woolley, Sam!, Bath, Gent. Deel. Richardson and Co, Lpool 
Tuespay, Novy, 12, 1872. 
Aird, ‘Martha, Cadogan pl, Sloane st, Spinster. Dec 9. White and 
Co, Whitehall pl 
Aylwin, Geo, Conhoit pl, Loughborough rd, Brixton, Esq. Dec 25. 
Cox and Sons, Cloak lane 
Billups, Chris Thos, East Ham, Essex, Market Guardener, Dec 23. 
Reece, Furnival’s-inn 
Bushell, Wim, Runcorn, Cheshire, Stonemason. Dee 10. Gibson, 
Runcorn 
Clark, Mary, Manchester st, Southampton. Jan 1. Perkias, gouth- 
ampton 
Coffin, Sir Issac Campbell, St John’s, pk, Blackheath. Dec 31. Merri- 
menand Pike, Austin Friars 
Collins, Jas, Watford, Hertford, Dealer. Dec 21. Pugh, Watford 
Dring, Eliz, Sprattou, Northampton, Spinster. Dec. 14, Burt no and 
Willoughty, Daventry 
Eckersall, Mary Anne, Norwood, Surrey, Widow. Jan 31. Palmer 
and Co, Birm 
Fletcher, Jacob, Owler Barrow, Elton, Lancashire, Farmer. Dec 9. 
Anderton, Bury 
Golden, Fras Benneit, Leinster gdnus, Hyte Pk, Esq. Jan 31. 
Bloxam and Co, Linco!n’s in fields 
Knox, Hon John Hy, Chistehurst, Kent. Dee 31. Capron and Co, 
Savile pl, Conduit st 
Leycester, Emma, Stowe rd, Shepkerd’s Bush, Widow. Dec 31. 
Merrimen and Pike, Austin Friars 
Longland, Wm, Nottingham, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 14. Heath, 
Nottingham 
Marshall, Wai Fredk Thos, Teignbridge Mouse, near Newton Abbot, 
Devon, Esq. Dee 3i. Rawlings, Old sq 
Palmer, Robt, Gt Allington, Bishopstoke, Hants, Farmer. Dec 31. 
Whitehead and Simonds, Wimborne Minster 
Parsons, Edwd, Leeds, Draper. Dec25. Harrison and Smi h, Wakefield 
Pettit, Benjamin, samptord, Ess:x, Farmer. Dec 10. Wade and 
Knocker, Gt Dunmow 
Rawlinson, Joshua, Culne, Lancashire, Tailor, Dec 20. Baldwin, 
Burnley 
Rumsoy, Jas, Holton St Mary, Suffolk, Gent. Dec 31. Robinson and 
Co, Hadleigh 
Seymour, Geo Hicks, Clifton Manor, York, Solicitor. Jan 1, Leeman 


and Co, York 
Smith, John, Broughton Giffurd, Wilts, Faemer. Jan 1, Keary aad 





and Co, Southsea House, Threadneedie st 


Co, Chippenham ‘ 
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Sowell, Richd Bamfield, Penryn, Cornwall, Draper. Dec, 2. Corfield» 
Falmouth 

Speechley, Wm Saml, Wisbeach, St Peter's, Cambridge, Draper. Dec 
£1. Dawbarn and Wise, Wisbeach 

Stanton, Wm, Drayton, Northampton, Farmer. Jan 23. Burton and 
Willoughby, Daventry 

Staunton, Mary, Upper Bedford p!, Russells sq, Widow. 
Young and Co, Exsex st 

Thatcher, Tom, Enborne, Berks, Cattls Dealer, Jan 1. Cave, Newbury 

Towgood, Geo, Throgmortun st, stccbroker. Jan 8. Sharpe and Co, 
Bedford row 

“Voss, John Fredk Rudolph, Southport, Lancashire. Geat, D323 20. 
Halland Janion, Manch 


Dec 3). 


Bankrupts. 
Fuipay, Nov. 8, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo7s of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Ecrtlett, Richd, Bromptoa rd, Upholsterer. Pet Nov 6. Spring-Rice. 
Novy 21 at ll 
Powis, Ily, Upper st, Islington, Fringe Manufacturer. Pet Nov 6, 
Spring-Rice. Nov 21 at 12.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Cooper, Gregory, Canweil, Stafford, Market Gardener. Pet Nov 5. 
Chauntler. Birm, Nov 21 at 2 
Fieming, Jas Wm, Wilton, Wilts, Saddter, PetNov6. Wilson. Salis- 
bary, Nov 20 at li 
OUldershaw, Wm Watsor, Halesowen, Worcester, Attorney-at-Law. Pet 
Nov 6. Harward. Stourbridge, Nov 20 at 10.30 
Sel'er, John, Norton, nr Malton, York, Draper. Pet Oct 24. Woodall. 
Scarborough, Nov 21 at 3 
Wells, Sam] Mason, Bedford, Ale Merchant, Pet Nov 5. Pearse. 
kedferd, Noy 22 at 11 


Tverspay, Noy. 12, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Regiatrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Cramer, Ernest, Finsbary circus, Merchant, Pet Nov 8. lazlitt. 
Nov 26 at li 
To Surrender in the Cuuutry. 
Bryant, Jelin, Fleur-de-Lis, Monwouth, Grecer. Pet Nov 7. Shepard, 
Tredegar, Nov 25 at 11 
Coulthurst, Robt, and Hy Jas Coulthurst, Leds, Joiners. Pet Nov 8. 
Marshall. Leeds, Nov 27 at ll 
Dalrymple, GB, Capel House, Kew, Pet Nov5. Willoughby. Wands- 
worth, Nov 29 at ll 
Dahon, Edwd Hy, and Edwd Hulse Wil'eck, Windsor, Berks, Brewers 
Nov 8. Warvill,jun. Windsor, Nov 28 at 11 . 
Hoole, Wm Stephen, Diddiebury, Salop, Farmer. Pet x _— 
son. I eominster, Nov 28 atl2 : Nov 7. Robin 
Trous, This Edwd, Kendal, Westmorland, Shoe D-ale 
Tix mpson. Kexdal, Nov 29 at 2 E r. Pet Nov 9. 
Lee, Saml Geo Reinceck, Plymouth, Devon, Fancy Ware! 
Pet Nov 6. Pearce, East Stonehouse, Nov 27 at 1] ‘a 
Parkin:on, John, Kirkham, Lancashire, Coal Dealer, 8. 
Myres. ” Pies cn, Nov 28 at 1 : wm Be Mer: 8. 
Skelton, Wm, Breckham, Surrey, Butcher. Pet Noy 8 
croydon, Nov 26 at t : 
Wiight, Wm, and Fredk Philip Gardner, Brecon, Ir 
Nov 8. Russell. Meithyr Tydfil, Nov 29 ati 


BANKIUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, Nov. 8, 1872, 
Hillier, Josish Jasyer, Wednesbury, Stafford, Printer. Noy 6 
ifitard, Geo Hy, Blackford, Somerset, Draper. Oct 33 
Tcespay, Nov. 12, 1872. 


Smith Chas Percy, Dover, Kent, Lieutenant 33th Reg. Nov 8 
S)kes, Edwin, Marsden, York, Innkeeper. Nov 8 


10useman, 


Rowland, 


‘Onmongers. Pet 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FILST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Fripay, Nov, 8, 1872. 
Ansell, Edwd Morley, Lincoln, Grocer, Novy 21 at 11, at offises of 
Ti yntee aud Larken, Bink st, —— 
Paldwin, Rupert, Notiingkam, Wine Merchint. Novy 22 2 
of Preston, Journal Chambers, Pelham st, Nottingham sienna 
Bamford, Sam), Flaxmsn rd, Cold barbour lane, Brixton, Builder. Dee 
2 at 2, at offices of Linklater aud Co, Walbrook 
Lleckburn, John, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfield, York, Tailor. Nov 18 
at 11, at oftices of Clough and Son, Market st, Huddersfield 
Blanchard, Robt, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln. Baker. Nov 14 at 2.30, at the 
Corporation Hutel, Freeman st, Gt Grimsby. Laverack, Hull , 
Bowker, Hy, Nantwich, Cheshire, Builder. Nov 25 at 3, at the Lamb 
Hotel, Nantwich. Pag gi 
Brown, Jas, Bristol, Felt Mat Manufacturer, Nov 19 
Brittan and Co, Small st, oo ot 1, ah atiemnet 
Eurdon, Jas, High Holborn, Milliner, Nov 27 at 2, a i H 
London Wal!. East and Tunston a 5 ee ee 
LBurnop, Jas, Whiston, Lancashire, Farmer. Nov 21 at 2, at offices of 
Banks, High st, Prescot 
Barrows, Robt, Scott Willoughby, Lincoln. Fermer. Nov 21 at 12, at 
the Mail Hotel, High st,Grantham. Belk, Nottingham 
Cary, Hy, King st, Covent gdn, Bo.t Maker. Nov 25 at 12, at offices of 
Treherne and Wolferstan, Ironmonger lane 
Clarke, Thos, Rugeley, Stafford, Grocer. Nov 23 at 11, at the Shrews- 
bury Arms Inn, Rugeley. Flint, Uttoxeter 
Cohen. Phineas, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Giazier. Nov 19 at 2, at offices of 
Griffith and Evans, Lion chambers, Bristol, Griffith, Cardiff 
Elin, Fredk, Tonbridge, Kent, Merciant. Nov 26 at 2, at offices of 
Law:ance aud Co, Vid Jewry chambers 





Evans, Jonah, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Hay Merchant. Nov 22 at 1l,a¢ 
offices of Rosser and Phillips, Cannon st, Aberdare 
Fairhurst, Thos Hardey, Blackburn, Lancashire, Monumental Masoa, 
Nov 26 at 11, at offices of Radcliffe, Clayton st, Blackburn 
Foulds, Wm, Blackburn, Lancashire, Hatter. Nov 22 at 12, at the 
Mitre inn, Cathedral yd, Manch. Bickhouse, Blackburn 
Golding, Arthur Hy, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Innkeeper. Nov 16 at 
12, at Laing’s Hotel, Wimborne Minster. Aldridge and Harker, Poole 
Gregg, Dsnl, Lpool, Provision Merchant. Nov 22 at 2, at office of 
Lupton, Harrinzton st, Lpo:] 
Hague, John, Blechynden, Haunts, Miller. Nov 23 at 2,at 18, Portland 
st, Southampton. Lomer 
Hannen, Wm Harry, Wincanton, Somerset, Auctioneer. Nov 19 at 12, 
at the Greyhound Hotc!, Wincanton. Uobbs, jun, Wells 
Harrison John, Byomley-by-Bow, Middx, Oil Refiuer. Nov 22 at 2, at 
offices of Russell and Co, Old Jewry chambers 
Hart, Jas, Kingston-upon-Hull, D-aler in Glass. Nov 18 at 12, at office 
of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Hull 
Marvey, Wm, Gloucester, Baker. Nov 20 at 12, at offices of Burrup and 
Co, Berkely st, Gloucester 
Hendrickx, Auguste, Howland st, Tottenham ctrd, Gas Engineer. Noy 
18 at 12, at offices of Harrison, Furnivai’s inn 
Hiley, Wm, Rhiwderin, Monmouth, Grocer. Nov 20 at 11, at office of 
Dixon, Tredegar pl, Newport 
Hoare, Hy, Chertsey, Surrey, Coal Merchant. Nov 21 at 3, at oficas of 
Jenkins and Price, Tavistock st, Covent gdn 
Horwood, Thos, Caledonian rd, Purk Butcher. Nov 26 at 12, at 33 
Gutter lane. Plunkett, Gutter lane 
Houghton, Richd Thompson, Reading, Berks, Accountant. Nov IS at 
2, at offices of Lowe, Union ct, Old Broad st 
Hunt, Join, Berners st, Oxford st, Costume Manufacturer. Nov 2t at 
12, at the Guildhali Coffee house, Gresham st. Angell, Guildhall ya 
Jones, Peter, Glossop, Derby, Paper Siainer. Nov 2s at 3, at offices of 
Addieshaw, King st, Manch 
King, Jas, Grainingfold Five Oaks, Su-sex, Farmer. Noy 26 at 2, at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Horsham. Lamb, Brighton 
Kneeshaw, Matthew, Rosedale Abbey, York, Shosmaker, Nov 21 at 1] 
at offices of Jackson, Malion se 
Livermore, John, Cariiff, Bootmaker. Nov 22 at 11, at offices of Mor. 
gan, High st, Cardiff 
Ludford, Alf, Portsea, Haut+, Smith. Nov 19 at 4, at offices of King, 
Union st, Portsea : 
Lund, Thos, Blackburn, Lancashire, Comm Agent. Nov 2U at Il,at 
the Washington Hotel, Lime st, Lpovl ; 
Luty, Thos, Ciifton, Yerk, Lime Merchant. Nov 21 at 12, a} offices of 
Mann and Son, New st, York 
Mannheim, Marx, Lpool, Jeweller. Nov 25 at 3, at the Great Western 
Hotel, Monmouth st, Birm. Masters and Pletcher, L>ool 
Mowbray, Thos, Wellington, Durham, Grocer. Nov 19at 2 30, at office 
of Brignall, Saddler st, Durham 
Newman, Levi, Oldbury, Worcester, Farniture Dealer. Nov 22 at 11 
at offices of Shakespeare, Cuurch st, Oldbury : 
Oswald, Thos Ridley, Surderiand, Ship Builder, Nov 20 at 12, at the 
Queen's Head Inn, Pilgrim st, Neweastle-upon-Tyna, Armstrong, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne . 
Pead, Thos, Bread st, Warchousoman. Nov 22 at 12, at offices of 
Lovering and Co, Gresham st 
Peck, Edwd Ansley, Houghton, Hunts, Clerk in Holy Orders. Nov 15 at 
11, at the George Hotel, Huntingdon. Weacon and Wilkins 
Powis, Hy, Upper st, Fringe Mauufievurer. Nov $1 at 1,at 145, Cheap- 
side. Lewisand sons 
Ramsden, Thos, North Andley st, Chemist. Nov 21 at 11, at offices of 
Foreman and Cooper, Gresham st. Piunaett, Gutter lane 
Rathbone, John, Northwood, Manley, Safford, Po:ter. Nov 20 at 11, at 
offices of Paddock and Son, Hanley 
Ross, Andrew, Grantham, Lincoln, Travelling Draper, Nov 20 at 12, at 
the Ram Hotel, Newark. Beik, Hiczh pavement, Nottinzham ‘ 
Shepherd, Juseph Thos, Abergele, Denbigh, Grocer. Nov 29 at 2, at 
the Queen's Hotel Railway Siatio", Cuester. Roberts, St Asaph 
Siddons, Wm Turton, and Alex Sidions, West Bromwich, Stafford, Iron 
Founders. Nov 21 at 11, at offices ot Topham, High st, West 
B-omwich 
Stap'ey, Rubt Calverley, Nelson sq, Peckham, Licensed Victualler. Nov 
28 at 2, at offices of Nash and Co, Soffolk lane, Cannon st 
Stringer, Peter, Newport, Monmouth, Jeweler. Nov 13 at 1, atthe 
en and Chickens’ Hetel, New st, Birm. Graham, Newport 
Sutliff, John, jun, Lei ester, Boot Manuficturer. Nov 22 at 2.30, at the 
Bell Hotel, Leicester 
Tootell, Edwd Baines, Salford, Lancashire, Draper. Nov 25 at 2, at 
offices of Ward, Cotham st, Scrangeways, Manch 
Tunnadine, Richd ‘Taltutt. Chickerell, Dorset, Brick Manufacturer. 
Nov 22 at2, atthe Auction Mart, Market st, Weymouth, Haines 
Wadsworth, Alf, Sheffield, York, Builder. Nov 1d at 2, at offices of 
Taylor, Norfolk row, Sheffield 
Walton, Sami, New Carnet, Herts, Builder. Nov 19 at 2, at the 
Guildball Coffze house, Gresham st. Sole and Co, Aldermanbury 
Watson, E:iza, Clare ter, West Brompton, out of business. Nov 19 at 2, 
at 24, Bucklersbury. Newman 
Weddle, Fredk, Birm, Who‘esa'e Bottler. Nov 19 at 11, at oMice, of 
Foster, Bennett’s hill, Birm 
Well-ens, Jacob, Oldham, Lancashire, Tailor. Nov 20 at3, at office of 
Clark, Clegg st, Oldham 
Westbrook, John, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Fisherman, Nov 19at 12, at 
offices of Burton, Hall plain, Gt Yarmouth 
Wholey, Jas, Maldon, Essex, Gun Maker, Nov 26 at 12. at offices of 
Digby, Lincoln's inn fields 
Widdicombe, John Geo, and Chas Rayley Bell, Lpocl, Shipowners. 
Nov 25 at 2, at office of Holt, Union ct, Castio st, Lpvol. Duncan and 


Co 

Woodward, Isaac, Wisbech St Mary, Cambs, Farmer. Nov 21 at 12, at 
offices of Ollard and Greene, Union pl, Wisbech. Baloe, King’s Lynn 
Worton, Jas, and Aaron Worton, Bilston, Stafford, Boot Manufacturers. 
Nov 21 at 13, at office of Evsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 

Wray, Wm, Brigg, Lincoln, Watchmaker. Nov 22 at 1, at Knapp’s 
Hotel, High st, Birm. Heit and C), Brigg 

Wright, Geo, Newport Paguell, Backs, Pawndroker. Nov 2) at 3, at 
the Swan Hotel, Ne vport Pagnell, Bull, Nowport Pagnsll 
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Tvgepay, Nov. 12, 1872, 
Abberley, Thos, Caverswall, Stafford, Bootmaker, Nov 2 
offices of Paddock and Son, Hanley ‘ sieht 
Allitt, Wm, Birm, Bootmaker. Nov 25 at 3, at offices of Wright and 
Marshall, Town Hall chambers, New st, Birm 
Atherton, Jas, George st, Portman sq, Tailor. 
Hodding, St Mi'dred’s ct, Poultry 
Baker. Jeremiah, Ware, Hertford, Publican. 
Cobham and Hunt, Baldock st, Ware 
Barclay, Robt Elliott, Beehive passage, Leadenhall market, General 
Laney Nov 25 at 2, at office of Perry, Guildhall chambers, Basing- 
Nall s 
Bath, Richd Condy, Devonport, Devon, Chemist. Nov 26 at 11, at 
offices of Vaughan, St Aubyn st, Devonport 
Bellingham, John Saml, Brighton, Sussex, Tailor. 
Gutter lane. Cattlin, Basinghall st 
Bloomfield, John, Ipswich, Suffuik, Gardener. 
of Jennings, Falcon st, Ipswich 
Bower, Sam), Amblecote, Stafford, Stourbridge Glass Co. 
ll, at the Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge. 
bridge 
Brierley, Geo Hy, Chester, Soda Water Manufacturer. 
at office of Nordon, Cvok st, Lpool 
Bullock, Robt, Chester ct, nr Selby, York, Farmer. 
the Railway Hotel, Knottingley 
Case, Thos Hy, Regent ter, Grant rd, Addiscomb2 rd, Croydon, Builder, 
Nov 25 at 2, at the Greyhound Hotel, High st. Croydon. Hensman 
and Nicholson, College hill 
Chatfield, Edwin Massena, Bradf.rd-on-Avon, Wilts, Watchmaker, 
Nov 22 at 2, at the Bear Hotel, Chippenham. Shrapnell, Bradford 
Chichester, John Chichester Burnard, Neenton, Salop, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. Nov 25 at 12, at the Queen’s Hotel, Birm. Backhouse 
Bridgnorth ' 
Cloagh, Wm Hardcastle, Middiesborough, York, Innkeeper. Noy 28 at 
2,80, at offices of Belk, Corporation Mall, Middiesborough. Parring- 
ton, Middlesborongh 
Crosby, Thos, Gt Bridge, Stafford, Draper. 
Rankin, High st, Westbromwich 
Cross, Jas, Bishopsgate st, Within, Tobacconist. Nov 26 at 2, at offices 
of Dalton and Jesseit, St Clement’s house, Clement's lane 
Crux, Arthur, New rd, Hammersmith, Licensed Victualler. 
2, at cflices of Gardner, St Swithia’s lane. 
West Smithfield 
Comming, Edwin, Newton Abbot, Devon, Buiider. Nov 25 at 3.30, at 
Magor’s Commercial Hotel, Queen st, Newton Abbot. Watts, Newton 


Nov 28 at 3, at offices of 


Nov 29 at I, at offices of 


Nov 27 at 2, at 33, 
Nov 27 at 11, at office 


Nov 26 at 
Bernard and King, Stour- 


Nov 25 at 2, 





Nov 27 at 11.30, at 


Nov 20 at 12, at offices of 


Nov 25 at 
Hubbard. Long lane, 








s 


Abbot 
Dann, Geo, Hanley, Stafford, Tailor. Nov 30 at 11, at office of Sherratt 
Market st, Kidsgrove 
Davies, Chas Maurice, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Clerk in Holy Orders 
Nov 26 at 2, at offices of Wood and Tinkler, Leadenhall st 
Dennessy, M, Hants, Grocer. Nov 20 at 3, at office of Killby, Port- | § 
land st, Southampton 
Dudiey, Wm, Llanell>, Carmarthen, Pickler in Tin Works. Nov 23 . 
IL at office of Howell, Park st, Llane'ly gat tri- 
Eld, John, Birm, Comm Agent. Nov 29 at 3, at offices of ? 
Co, Ann st, Birm ° 
Bilis, Geo, ‘Leygoort eS7vxte arson at issue, we can only re- 
_ ‘peat our opinion previously expressed, that the natural 
construction of the enactment is that the rules are valid 
until avoided by the disapproval of Parliament, and 
not inoperative until affirmed by Parliament, but that 
the abominable looseness of the phraseology employed 
leaves the point an arguable one, especially as the 
enactment is penal. Among the correspondence ad- 
dressed to the newspapers on the subject is a letter 
from Mr. Vernon Harcourt, which appeared in the 
Times of last Monday. Mr. Harcourt, who, as the 
reader no doubt remembers, very stoutly opposed Mr. 
Ayrton’s bill in Parliament, gives his reasons for con- 
sidering these prosecutions “both impolitic and un- 
justifiable.” The facts now put forward by Mr, Vernon 
Harcourt have nothing whatever to do with the inter- 
pretation of the Act, but they involve a very grave 
charge against Mr. Ayrton. He states that rules were 
submitted to Parliament in July, which, in the main 
points, coincided with those now in question, and that, 
upon its being intimated that these rules would be op- 
posed in the Commons, Mr. Ayrton withdrew them, 
substituting in their place, to use his own quoted 
words, ‘One short rule which was to be the only rule 
at present—viz., that the public shall continue to en- 
iy the parks as they have hitherto enjoyed them.” 
en, in October, when no Parliament was sitting, nor 


was likely to ait until February, Mr, Ayrton issued the 


present rules, substantially coinciding with the rules 
previously withdrawn. edo not know whether Mr. 
Ayrton, microscopically adroit as he is, will take refuge 
in the words “at present”; but most persons, after 
contemplating these facts, will be inclined to endorse 
Mr. Harcourt's words :— 

“The Act bears onits face the expressed intention that 
Parliamentary sanction should be sought, yet they [the 
rules] are advisedly promulgated in a manner calculated to 


{ Plant, Thos, Bilston, Stafferd 


Richards, John Hy, Southampton, Bootmaker. 
Routledge, Wm, Carlisle, Joiner. 


Serjeant, Saml, Portsmou:h, Hants, Painter. 


__ st. kenever there was a debt 


Law, Jas, and Simoa Whipp Law, Todmo den, 
Sizers. Novz6 at 2 
PR ag 
wis, Richd, Birm, Butcher. Nov 22 at3, at o‘fices of : 
Loe" on Fitter, Birm j ne 
omes, Geo, Pilgrim'st, Ludgate hill, Stationer. Nov 27 at 2, a 
ct Tilley and Liggins, Finsbury pl South viele 
Makin, Geo, Bolton, Lancashire, Tobacco Manufacturer. Nov 27 ats, 
at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manch, Leigh, Manch 
Martin, Wm, Walsall, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Nov 25 at 11, at offices of 
me ten = brag os Bridge st, Walsall 
iller, John, Mardol, Shrewsbury, Butcher. Nov 21 at ll,a er 
Morris, Swan hill, nommery, " cee 
— Hy, ily ha by Newton, and Jchn Hatcher Heanes, 
istol, Rrassfounders. Nov 22 at 12, at offices of Barnard and 
Albion chambers, Bristol. Sa!mon, Bristol! si 
Ogden, Chas Wm, Harrogate, York, Grover. Nov 46 at 3, at offices of 
Billington, Oxford row, Leeds 
Payer, Ma:thew, Wimmopr, York, Farmer. 
7 Harle, Bank st, Leeds 
earson, John, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Plumber. Nov 23 at 10 
at offices of ‘Ramwell and Co, Belton rd, Over Darwen - 
Phillips, Chas Cordingley, Wakefield, York, Tailor. Nov 25 at 11. at 
offices of Wainwright and Co, Crown ct, Wakefield 
» Merchant. Nov 25 at 3, at offices of 


Laocashire, War; 
, at the Queen’s Hotel, Todmorden. Ashworth, 


Nov 20 at J1, at offices of 


Poiuton, Edmund st, Birm 
—_ byes bee oir st, Westminster, Oilman. Nov 29 at 12, 
at the Guildhall Coffee-honse, Gresham st, Withall and Compt 
Gt George st, Westminster ; ee 


Purkiss, Jabez Jas, Buckingham Palace rd, Hair Restorer. Nov 29 at 


12, at office of Brooke, Old Jewcy chambers, Covke, Spring garpens 


Reilly, Patrick, Darliagtoa, Durham, Grocer. Nov 27 at 11, at offices 


of Dunn and Son, High row, Darlington 


Rewell, Alfd, Horsham, Sussex, Victualler. Nov 25 at S, at the King’s 


Head Hotel, Horsham, Medwin, Horsham 

_ Dec 3 at 12, at the 
! K:Iby, Southampton 
Nov 21 at 11, at offices of Wannop, 


Guildhall Coff-e-house, King s*, Cheapside. 


Carruther’s ct, Scotch st, Carlisla 
Nov 19 at 11, at offices 


of Mrs Wainscot, Union st, Portsea. Walker, Portsea 


Searle, Mary, and Emma Searle, Exeter, Fancy Goods Dealer. “Noy $0 


at 11, at the Dolly’s Hotel, Queen’s Hvad passage, Newgate st. Barton, 
Exeter " 


Sibson.;Edwd, York bidgs, Adelphi, Architect. Nov 21 at 2, at offices 


of Sibson, York bidgs, Adelphi. Mackreth, Moorgate st 


Spence, Wm Marsha!l, Minories, Ships’ Sto:e Dealer. Nov 27 at 3, at 


Offices of Lawrence and Co, O.d Jewry chambers 


Spratt, Thos Banks, Deal, Kent, Grocesiun Msi Ls petition, ** that 


change Hotel, Deal. Dreyr, !)~ os 
tait, Geo, Birm—-~ peesent Case W 


ould dispel the notion that 

against the company the 
creditor was immediately entitled to present a petition 
to wind it up; no creditor had any right to present a 
petition to wind up a company, so long as he had any 
other means of getting his debt paid.’’ The Companies 
Act, 1862, says (section 79) the Court may wind the 
company up whenever it is unable to pay its debts, and 
(section 80) that the company shai/ be considered unable 
to pay its debts whenever, a creditor for over £50 
having served a demand in writing for repayment, the 
company does not within three weeks pay or secure 
or compound for the same to his satisfaction. 
The Court has thus an ultimate discretion to 
withhold a winding-up order where circumstances 
would render one inequitable, and a creditor who has 
already accepted security stands, of course, upon a very 
different footing to that of an unsecured creditor. 
Nevertheless, the inflexible rule on which the Chancery 
Courts act in general cases is that, on proof of debt, ser- 
vice of demand, and non-satisfaction in three weeks, 
the winding-up order goes as matter of course, ex debito 
justitic. It is not necessary for us to express our dis- 
approval of what have been termed “wrecking peti- 
tions,” which are, perhaps, more frequently presented by 
contributories than by creditors. All we desire to point 
out is that the above reported utterance of YVice- 
Chancellor Malins is correct only when restricted, as the 
Vice-Chancellor probably intended that it should be re- 
stricted, to the case of the secured debt. As to un- 
secured debts, the creditor is not obliged to exhaust 
other remedies by suing ; the Legislature has expressly 
provided a summary process, under which, if not 
satisfied in three weeks from demand, the Court of 
Chancery, in the absence of special circumstances, con- 
siders him entitled to a winding-up order. 





Tue Lorps Justices have this week reversed the 
decision of the Master of the Rolls in Locking v. Parker, 
(20 W. R. 737). The en, in the case was an impor- 
tant one, and one which, one would have thought, must 

t 
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MACQUEEN’S HUSBAND AND WIFE. 
‘Just published, in 1 Vol.,8vo, price 18s., 
HE RIGHTS and LIABILITIES of HUSBAND 
and WIFE. By Jonn Fraser Macqveen, Esq., Q.C., Author of 
“The Appellate Jurisdiction of the House of Lords and Privy Council,” 
*¢ The Practice on Parliamentary Divorce,’’ and other Works. The 
Second Edition, by SypNey Hastixes, B.A, of the Inner Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law, and Jonn Davies Divenport, M.A., Fellow’ of 
B. N. C., Oxford, and of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane. 





DAY’S COMMON LAW PROCEDURE ACTS.—Fourth Edition. 
Just published, in roval 12mo, price 21s. cloth, 
(VVHE COMMON LAW PROCEDURE ACTS and 
other Statutes relating to the Practice of the Superior Courts of 
Common Law, and the Rules of Court, with Notes. By Jonny C. Day, 
Esq., one of Her Majesty’s Counsel. 
London: H. Swexr, 3, Chancery-lane. 





LLOYD’3 CONTINUATION OF CHITTY’S STATUTES. 
Now ready, for 1872, price 10s. 6d., . 
HE STATUTES of PRACTICAL UTILITY, in 
the Civil and Criminal Administration of Justice. Passed 35 & 
36 Victoria, 1872. Alphabetically arranged, with Notes thereon, and a 
copious Index. By Horatio [.vorp, E-q., Recorder of Chester, 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane; Stevens & Sons, 119, Chan- 
cery-lane, Law Booksellers and Pablishers. 





Just published, price 10s, 6d. post free, 

N INDEX to HEIRS-AT-LAW, Next of 

Kin, Legatees, Missing Friends, Eneumbrancers, and Creditors 

or their representatives in Chancery Suits who have been advertised for 

during the last 150 yeara, containing upwards of 50,000 names relating 

to vast sums of unclaimed money. Collected, compiled and alphabeti- 

cally arranged by Roserr CHamsBers, Third edition, revised and 
greatly enlarged, 

London; Reeves & Turner, 100, Chancery-lane ; or of the Compiler, 

$0, Stockwell-park-roa4d, 5S. W. 





WHITE and TUDOR'S LEADING CASES in EQUITY. 
Now ready, Fourth edition, in 2 vols., reyal 8vo, price £3 15s, cloth. 
SELECTION of LEADING CASES in EQUITY, 
with Notes. Vol. J. By Frepertck Tnomas Waite and OwENn 
Coulthurst. Hove a3 By of the Middle Temple, B rristers-a!-Law. Vol, 
s rf ‘Sst, , oy * o a ‘ " £ 
Marshall. Leeds, Nov 27 at 1L the Middle Temple, Barrister. 
Dallyinple, GB, Capel House, Kew, Pet Nov5. Willoughoy, 
worth, Nov 29 at ll : “ 
Dalen, Edwd Hy, and Edwd Hulse Wil'ock, Windsor, Berks, Brewers 
nme - — nse, Nov 28 at 11 
oole, Wm Stephen, Diddlebury, Salo Farme Pet w . 
son. Senmhaten, ere 28 atl? a ee 7, Robin- 
Trors, This Edwd, Kendal, Westmorland, Shoe D-aler. 
Thumpson. Kendal, Nov 29 at 2 . 
Lee, Saml Geo Reincock, Plymouth, Devon, Fane 
Pet Nov 6. Pearce, Eust Stonehouse, Nov 27 at | 


Pet Nov 9, 


if Warehouseman, 
Parkin:on, John, Kirkham, Lancashire, Coal Dealer, 


- Myres. Piesion, Nov 23 at I Pet Nov 8. 
Skelton, Wm, Breckham, Surrey, Butcher. Pet N, 
Croydon, Nov 26 att ‘ P steric: Rewlsnt. 
Wright, Wm, and Fredk Philip Gardner, Breco 
Nov 8. Russell. Meithyr Tydfil, Nov 29 at} 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, Nov. 8, 1872, 
Hillier, Josish Jasyer, Wednesbury, Stafford, Printe 
Tfillaid, Geo Hy, Blackford, Somerset, Draper. Oct 3) 
Tcespay, Nov. 12, 1872. 


Smith Chas Percy, Dover, Kent, Lieutenant 33th Re f 
Sykes, Edwin, Marsden, York, Innkeeper. Nov 8 es 


n, Ironmongers. Pet 


Nov 6 


Liquidation by Arrangement, 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Nov, 8, 1872. 

Ansell, Edwd Morley, Lincoln, Grocer. Nov 21 at 1 Ze: 
a. yatee aud Larken, Bink st, Lincoln om See ae 

aldwin, Rupert, Notiingkam, Wine Merchint. Noy 22 2 

of Preston, Jou rnal Chambers, Pelham st, hettieghen einai 
Bamford, Sam), Flaxmsan rd, Cold harbour lane, Brixton Builder. Dee 
s 2 at 2, at uflices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook ’ j 

jlackburn, John, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfield, York, T; 

_atll, at offices of Clough and Son, Market st, esate” sai 
Blanchard, Robt, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Baker. Nov 18 at 2.30, at the 
Mae agg an age re st,Gt Grimsby. Laverack, Hull ” 

ow ker, Hy, Nantwich, Cheshire, Builder. Nov 25 at 3 
f Hotel, Nantwich. Lisle, Nantwich OES oak ee Soe 

rown, Jas, Bristol, Felt Mat Manufacturer, N 
. Brittan and Co, Small st, Bristol ahve 

urdon, Jas, High Holborn, Milliner, Novy 27 < i “ 
es London Wall. East and Tunston Neth chains College, 

urnop, Jas, Whiston, Lancashire, Farmer, Nov 2 
Banks, High st, Prescot : oe Bt: ot'3, ai eanaeay 

arrows, Robt, Scott Willoughby, Lincoln. Fermer. Nov 21 

the Mail Hotel, High st, Grantham. Belk, Nottingham asin 
Cary, Hy, King st, Covent gdn, Boct Maker. Nov 25 at 12, at offices of 
a 1 Pee ow ~ bmg. Ironmonger lane 

arke, Thos, Rugeley, Stafford, Grocer. Nov 23 at 11, at th - 
¢ pase —_ ~y. Rugeley. Flint, Uttoxeter enidicsennsn 

chen. Phineas, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Giazier. Nov 19 at 2, at offic 

Griffith and Evans, Lion chambers, Bristol, Griffith, w—- “ 
Elin, Fredk, Tonbridge, Kent, Merciant. Nov 26 at 2, at offices of 

Law:ance and Co, Vid Jewry chambers 





The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice, 


The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Come 
panies Fea Stamps, Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
ASH & FLINT, 
S-ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet, 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjaants’-inn) 








New Edition (in royal 12mo, price 21s, cloth) of 
LMER’S PRACTICE in LUNACY, adapted to 
the Lunacy Regulation Acts, 1853 and 1862; with Schedule and 
Notes of Cases, and Recent Decisions; a1 APPENDIX of Form: and 
Costs, the Statutes, and General Orders in Lunacy. 
London: Stevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 





PARTRIDGE AND COOPER 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 

Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 203 

Daarr Paper, 4s. 6d., €s.,73., 78. 9d., and 9s, per ream, 

Bairy Paper, 13s. 6d., 17s. 6d. and 23s, 6d, per ream. 

Footecap Paper, 10s. 6d., 13s. 6d.,and 18s. Gd, per ream, 

CagaM-LaiD Nore, 38.,48., and 5s, perream, 

LarGgr CreaM Latp Note, 4s.,6s.,and 7s. per ream. 

Lance Buve Norte, 3s., 4s., and 6s, per ream, 

ENVELOPES, CREAM O% BLUR, 3s, fd., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1°0@, 

Tue “ Temrce” ENvevope, extra secure, 93. 6d, per 1000, 

FoouscaP OFFICIAL Envetores, Is. 6d. per 100. 

Partripcre & Coorer’s VeLtum Wove Cius House Nore, 93. 6d. per 
ream. 

We can honestly recommend it. To lawyers, whose writing should 
be as distinct as possible, this paper will be particularly acceptadle,”— 
Law Times. 
{npENTURE Skins, Printed and Machine-raled, 23, each, 233, per dz, 

110s. per roll. 
SecoNDs oR FoLtowers, Ruled, ls. 81. cach, 193, per dozen,99s. per roll. 
RECORDS OR MemogiAts, 6d. each, 5s. Gd. p2r dozen, 








Powis, Hy, Upper st, Fringe Mauuficvurer. 


Rathbone, John, Northwood, Hanley, S .«ffurd, Po:ter, 
Ross, Andrew, Grantham, Lincoln, Travelling Draper, Nov 


Shepherd, Joseph Thos, Abergele, Denbigh, Grocer, 


Stap'ey, Robt Calverley, Nelson sq, Peckham, Licensed Victualler. 


Stringer, Peter, Newport, Monmouth, Jeweler. 
Tootell, Edwd Baines, Salford, Lancashire, Draper, 
Wadsworth, Alf, Sheffield, York, Builder, 
Walton, 
Watson, E'iza, Clare ter, West Brompton, out of busines:, 


Weddle, Fredk, Birm, Who'esate Bottler. 


Westbrook, John, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Fisherman, 


Wholey, Jas, Maldon, Essex, Gun Maker, 


Woodward, Isaac, Wisbech St Mary, Cambs, Farmer. 


Wray, Wm, Brigg, Lincoln, Watchmaker. 
Wright, Geo, Newport Paguell, Backs, Pawndroker. 


Lepcers, Day Boors, Cash Boogs, Letrer 02 Mincrs Booxs 
An immense stock in various bindia 3. : 
Oswald, ‘lucy ‘TED Price List of Inkstands, Postage Seales, Copying 

Queen's Head nyz.0ases, Despatch Boxes, Oak and Walnut statiorery 

Neweastle-npon-Tyne = 8S adapated for Library or Odica use, 
Pead, Thos, Bread st, Warchousoman. Nov 22 at 12; a 

i 7 a t e — 

Lovering und Co, Gresham st Pe Oe 
Peck, Edwd Ansley, Houghton, Hunts, Clerk in Holy Orders. N 

11, at the George Hotel, Huntingdon. Deacon and Wilkina ov 15 at 
Nov £1 at 1, at 145, Cheap- 


alu. 


side. Lewisand sons 


Ramsden, Thos, North Andley st, Chemist. Nov 2U at 11, at offices of 


Foreman and Cooper, Gresham st. Piunaett, Gutter lane 


Nov 

offices of Paddock and Sn, Hanley sie tees 
) 1 20 at 12, at 
Beik, Hich pavement, Nottinzham ne 
Nov 29 at 2. 
Roberis, St Asaph We 


the Ram Hoel, Newark. 


the Queen's Hotel Railway Siatio", Cuester. 


Siddons, Wm Turton, and Alex Sidions, West Bromwich, Stafford, Iron 


Founders. Nov 21 


at Il, at offices ot Topham, High st, V 
B-omwich : rus 
. ! Nov 
28 at 2, at offices of Nash and Co, Suffolk lane, Cannon st 

Nov 18 at 1, atthe 


Hen and Chickens’ Hcte!, New st, Birm. Graham, Newport 


Sutliff, John, jun, Lei ester, Boot Manuficturer. Nov 22 at 2.30, at the 


Bell Hotel, Leicester 
W f Nov 25 at 2, at 
oftices of Ward, Cotham st, Scrangeways, Manch 


Tunnadine, Richd T'albutt. Chickerell, Dorset, Brick Manufacturer. 


Nov 22 at 2, at the Auction Mart, Market st, Weymouth. Haines 
Nov 1) at 2, at offiz 
Taylor, Norfolk row, Sheffield , ss ot 
Sami, New Carnet, Herts, Builder. Nov 19 at 2, at the 
Guildball Coffe house, Gresham st. Sole and Co, Aldermanbury 

Nov 19 

at 24, Bucklersbury. Newman ? at 2, 
Nov 19 at 11, at office, of 
Foster, Bennett's hill, Birm rast 


Wellens, Jacob, Oldham, Lancashire, Tailor. Nov 20 at3, at office of 


Clark, Clegg st, Oldham 


Nov 19at 12, 
offices of Burton, Hall plain, Gt Yarmouth sa 
Nov 26 at 12. at offices 
Digby, Lincoln's inn fields al 


Widdicombe, John Geo, and Chas Rayley Bell, Lpool, Shipowners. 


Nov 25 at 2, at office of Holt, Union ct, Castie st, Lpvol. Duncan and 


Nov 21 at 12, at 


offices ot Ollard and Greene, Union pl, Wisbech. Bzloe, King’s Lynn 


Worton, Jas, and Aaron Worton, Bilston, Stafford, Boot Manufacturers. 


Nov 21 at 1J, at oftice of Ebsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 


Nov 22 at 1, at Knapp’s 
Hotel, High st, Birm. Heit and C», Brigg g sab 
Nov 2) at 3, at 


the Swan Hotel, Ne vport Pagnell, Bull, Newport Pagn all 





